This document is a work in progress. The General Plan Team has received each comment for their consideration in the work being currently performed. The Team has started responding to comments, but has not yet completed all responses.
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Raymond Miller

Brian & Jessica Wright

2/12/2020 Alina Miller

2/13/2020 Eva Marshall
House Sacramento
4/27/2020
Ansel Lundberg

6/2/2020

7/15/2020

Christine and Kevin Gerst

Beth Cohen

9/16/2020 Katie Solorio

Y
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Y

3969 Bankhead
Loomis, CA 95650
APN 030-110-008 (.62
acres - RE)

Y

3996 Bankhead Rd
Loomis, CA 95650
3971 Bankhead Rd
Loomis, CA 95650
(RE-044-121-052
3.6 ac.
3969 Bankhead
Loomis, CA 95650
APN 044-121-050
(1.1 acre/RE)

3367 Kathy Way
Loomis, CA 95650

Y

Y

916-652-5685

rdsmith2009@gmail.com

916-652-0955

916-652-0955

916-302-7190

bwrightloomis@yahoo.com

I continue to 'beat the drum' for creating access to I-80 from King Road because I believe that with some persistence,
Caltrans and FHWA would make concessions and allow ramps to/from King Rd., even though it might be less than
ideal in terms of close proximity to other ramps on I-80. (One does not have to look far to see examples of
Caltrans/FHWA making exceptions to their design standards / policies for ramps. For example, look at the on-ramp
from Sierra College Boulevard onto WB I-80. It has a driveway from a shopping center crossing it!)
I would envision Phase 1 being ramps from King Rd. to I-80 WB only, using the same configuration as exists now at
Horseshoe Bar Rd. (HBR). Looking at it via Google Maps, it appears it would be a good fit geometrically - on open
land. Then it's the matter of getting an approval (variance?) from Caltrans.
I would envision Phase 1 being ramps from King Rd. to I-80 WB only, using the same configuration as exists now at
Horseshoe Bar Rd. (HBR). Looking at it via Google Maps, it appears it would be a good fit geometrically - on open
land. Then it's the matter of getting an approval (variance?) from Caltrans.
Constructing the King Rd. ramps could be an alternative to doing extensive work on the HBR interchange - with the
cost being comparable (or less) than the HBR improvements (new ramps and widening of the HBR Overcrossing and
approach streets, and widening HBR into downtown). I-80 access at King. Rd. would also relieve the Town's total
dependence on HBR and Taylor Rd. through downtown, and provide a much bigger 'bigger bang for the buck' than just
costly improvements to HBR / I-80.
Loomis sorely needs another access to I-80... that's the real solution to the looming traffic problems we're facing. So
I hope the following actions will be taken by the Town re. King Rd. access to I-80:
1. add this project to our Capital Improvement Plan, and
2. included it in the General Plan Update (Circulation Plan), and
3. continue feasibility talks with Caltrans and FHWA
4. explore funding via PCTPA.
The Town needs to seriously pursue this option as a 'big fix' to future traffic problems.

-

-

-

King Road at Sierra College Blvd., Widen at intersection to accommodate right turn lane.

-

-

-

This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.
This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.

We currently own APN 030-110-008 on the outskirts of Town, but within the Town's limit our zoning is 2.3 ac
Residential and in hopes of it remaining that current zoning in order to keep our neighborhood consistent with our way
of life as well as our neighbors as it has been.

-

-

-

This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.

X

-

-

-

This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.

X

-

This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.
This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.

Currently own several parcels of land within the Town limits, 2 of which have been in the family for many years.
Parcels #030-110-009 (19.80 acres) & 030-110-008 (.62 acres) (3996 & 3994 Bankhead). These properties have
been historically used for farming/food production & livestock keeping. At the time of the 2001 GP update my
properties were zoned 4.6 ac agricultural and in my misunderstanding during a Town Council meeting regarding a
zoning change to neighboring properties to 2.3 residential I asked TC to follow. In hind site, I wish I would have stood
firm on the Towns decision to leave my properties at the 4.6 ag.
So at this time of the 2020 GP Updates, I would like to request that my two parcel revert back to its original zoning of
4.6 ac AG, so that I may continue farming usage.
We are fairly new residents to Loomis (purchased property in 2009). We currently own a half an acre of property with
a SFR on it. While our property is less than GP current acre recommendation, we believe the GP should remain at
that 2+. What attracted us to Loomis was the rural living and the strict rules on development. We believe that
development under 2 acres should be done on a case by case basis. The GP should not be amended to allow for high
density housing.

-

-

Y

In consideration of the new GP update, I would like to go on record that myself as well as my neighbors would like to
keep our currant zoning of 2.3 ac Res Estates. In hopes to keep our neighborhood semi-rural and protect our way of
life.

-

-

-

Y

I would like to see a revision of allowable uses in the ILT zone on Swetzer Road. In the past 5 years businesses
(multiple) have been issued MU Permits that allow for more intrusive noises/sounds that impact the quality of life in my
home and backyard.
I believe this affects my value with the amount of disclosures I will have to give. When I purchased my home 22 years
ago, some of these buildings were non-existent. I was assured that the GP would protect my peace at home with
ordinances in place. However the TC & PC have made exceptions and code enforcement was absent until 2 yrs. ago.
I think an update on allowable uses for ILT zoning would clarify what is approved businesses and not just because they
apply for a multiple use permit making it Okay.
Municipal Code 13.28.060, 13.80.020 Table 2, GP page 27, Ordinance 211 Sec. 7.

-

-

-

Supports new housing. "YES" in my backyard. Understands RHNA requirements. Add to email distribution list to
remain informed (DONE.)

-

-

-

We hope you are doing well during these crazy times. The purpose of our email is to discuss the general plan and
zoning in downtown Loomis; but first a little background which will help provide some context. Myself (Christine), my
husband (Kevin), and our 4-year-old twins (Harper and Connor) moved to Loomis about a year ago from Roseville.
We absolutely love living in Loomis! We live on Bush Lane which is walking distance to downtown. We really enjoy the
open space/privacy, the small-town feel, and the local businesses/restaurants. I am a small animal veterinarian and
since we moved to Loomis last year the thought has been in the back of my mind to look into opening up a small, family
oriented veterinary clinic in the heart of Loomis. One of the main drivers for this is that the only veterinary clinic
currently in town is VCA Loomis Basin which is corporately owned. While this is an excellent veterinary hospital that
provides great care (including emergency and specialty services), I feel passionately about working at a small,
personal, family owned business rather than for a large corporation, and my husband and I both feel that many folks in
the town of Loomis would also appreciate a small, locally owned veterinary clinic. We have been looking at potential
spaces that are currently available for lease in the vicinity of downtown, but unfortunately all have fallen into the CC
zoning, which we have been told excludes veterinary clinics. One location was the current flooring store space on the
corner of Horseshoe Bar Rd and Taylor Rd. and the other was 6100 Horseshoe Bar Rd right across from Raley's.
We can fully understand the intent of the zoning and the town of Loomis being very careful with what businesses go in
near downtown, and in all honesty, we appreciate this because we love the downtown area. However, we do feel a
small locally owned veterinary clinic would provide a needed service and would be a great addition to Loomis. Even if
this type of business is not desired right on the main drag, like the flooring store is, 6100 Horseshoe Bar is
significantly off the main drag near the highway entrance, right across from a shopping center anchored by Raley's. A
location like this, on the periphery of the CC zone seems like a reasonable location for a veterinary clinic serving the
downtown and surrounding areas of Loomis. We are hoping the planning committee will consider expanding the type
of businesses permitted in the CC zone or consider shrinking the CC zone to just encapsulate the main drag area on
Taylor Rd to allow a wider range of services to be provided to the downtown area such as the veterinary clinic we are
looking to find a home for. We are available for any questions you may have and appreciate your consideration.

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.
This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.

-

-

-

This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.

916-316-1722

kem5kbj@pacbell.net
www.housesac.org

cmpetrov@gmail.com

bethdagreat@yahoo.com
KPerry@ssband.org

I attended last night's Council meeting and understand that there are opportunities for citizens to take part in the
planning process currently happening with the General Plan Update. I am extremely interested in joining the discussion
as it relates to land use areas and development (Element Ill of the GP) and conservation of resources (Element VII of
the GP), as well as any discussions in allowing conversion of our heritage RE and RA properties into high density
residential and commercial/industrial land use zoning (BEM proposal or otherwise). I am unsure who I need to contact
or the process I need to follow that allows me to join your citizens committee (I could not find any specific information
online), so feel free to forward my request to the appropriate person.
Please see the response letter regarding the Loomis General Plan Update. For any questions regarding this letter,
please contact Site Protection Manager Kara Perry, who is copied on this e-mail. No letter attached

X
X

X

X

X

This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.
Noted, thank you for your comment.

X
X

This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.

x

x
x

I have been thinking about the survey that will be done. I hope whoever is putting it together will also take a look at the

jmwilson@joyfulheart.com
one that was done for the current General Plan. Those results do help explain some of the things that were put into the
plan (including items like the equestrian interest and things people would like to see.) Just a suggestion.

12

10/5/2020

Jean Wilson

x

13

11/1/2020 General Plan Public Comment

14

11/1/2020

Open House

15

11/1/2020

Open House

11/1/2020
11/1/2020

Open House
Open House

In relation to the General Plan amendments and updates, I implore the Council to remain vigilant with the long-term
planning objectives that has served the community well for many years. I want to emphasize the importance of this
document in maintaining our rural community aesthetics that keep high density development and commercial projects
to the downtown corridor. There are a number of vacant parcels that are already zoned for high density/commercial
that remain unused and should be considered as the first location for new commercial properties. Once we have reach
build-out of the already zoned commercial/industrial properties, then (and only then) should we consider changing land
use zones and removing heritage Residential Agricultural and Residential Estates. The General Plan clearly states
that “town residents have indicated strong support for more intensive land uses in the traditional downtown core area”
rather than Sierra College Boulevard and that “increased urbanization in adjacent communities is threatening to
encroach upon the open space and agricultural areas in Loomis". One associated goal set forth in the General Plan is
“to focus more intensive land uses near the downtown and freeway interchange, while maintaining the predominantly
agricultural/rural character of Loomis outside the core area". As directly quoted from the General Plan “The Town’s
open space resources include a limited number of park sites, but mostly manifest themselves as the expansive, low
density areas in the Residential Agricultural, Residential Estate designations. "We must preserve these RE and RA
land use areas to ensure the Town’s open space characteristics are preserved, ensure property values remain high,
retain the community’s rural atmosphere, and safeguard Loomis as a desirable place for people to live. I strongly
recommend that the Town Council remove the BEM proposal from consideration until the Developer’s prove the
project will bring community-wide public benefits. As a long-time resident of the Town (with family that has lived here
since the 1920s), I encourage the Council to remain vigilant in your pursuit of perfection and maintain consistency with
the long-term General Plan objectives. We shall not fall prey to Developers demands for haphazard growth without
careful consideration for significant zone changes.
Avoid the approach to development taken elsewhere, such as in Rocklin, where areas are mass graded, removing
trees and topography

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.

x

-

Preserving and expanding the tree canopy is addressed in the draft Conservation of
Resources Element.

x
x

With development, keep the trees and hills

Development will need to happen, but it should be set apart on its character from surrounding areas

16
17

Should keep small - town character

This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.
This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.
This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.
This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.
Noted, thank you for your comment.
The Town has included Program 15 to adopt design guidelines.

-

x
x
x
x
x

Homes should have character and not appear as "McMansions"

18

11/1/2020

Open House

19

11/1/2020

Open House

20

11/1/2020

Should encourage clustering in areas of development with larger lots to preserve actual useful open space for habitat,
production, etc.
Support for expanding the tree canopy locally

Open House

-

-

-

-

-

This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.

-

-

-

Policies and implementation measures are included in Element 6, Conservation of Resources,
to both maintain and increase the tree canopy and use of trees and other vegetation for various
benefits, including cooling.

x

-

-

-

An implementation measure has been added to Element 6, Conservation of Resources, to
pursue funding that would provide for the expanded use of electric vehicles.

x

-

-

-

An implementation measure has been added to Element 6, Conservation of Resources, to
pursue funding that would provide for the expanded use of electric vehicles.

x

Open House

-

-

-

Open House

■
There are routes along which school children are able to walk, bike, and take scooters in areas within a mile of
schools
-

-

-

Maintain the small-town and rural feel, no big box developments, add trails

21

11/1/2020

Open House

22

11/1/2020

Open House

23

11/1/2020

Open House

24

11/1/2020

Open House

25

11/1/2020

■
Preserve trees with new development in order to help keep the Town cool in the summertime and reduce the
need for air conditioning
■

■

■

26

11/1/2020

27

11/1/2020

Open House

28

11/1/2020

Open House

29

11/1/2020

Open House

30

11/1/2020

Open House

31

11/1/2020

Open House

32

11/1/2020

Open House

33

11/1/2020

Open House

34

11/1/2020

Open House

35

11/1/2020

Open House

36

11/1/2020

Open House

37

11/1/2020

Town should purchase electric vehicles

Town should promote additional installation of solar

■
Support approach of identifying key destinations and then identifying the safe and comfortable biking and walking
routes from those destinations to homes, identifying gaps and how to fill those gaps in the bike and pedestrian network
■
Young people need wider and safer pathways of pedestrian and bicycle travel, and there should be
improvements in particular around key destinations

• If there were better cycling facilities, bicycle groups coming from other areas would frequent Loomis restaurants
and other businesses

This is addressed in policy and implementation in the draft Conservation of Resources
Element. Currently, Policy AQGHGE-1.1.4 and Implementation Measure AQGHGE-1.1.4.3.
This is addressed in draft policy AQGHGE-1.1.3 and Implementation Measure AQGHGE1.1.3.3.

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

This is addressed in draft policy AQGHGE-1.1.3 and Implementation Measure AQGHGE1.1.3.3.

x
x
x

-

-

-

This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.

-

-

-

This is addressed in draft policy AQGHGE-1.1.3 and Implementation Measure AQGHGE1.1.3.3.
This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.
This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.
This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.
This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.

Open House

-

-

-

Thank you, noted. The Economic Development and Finance Element goals, objectives,
policies, and implementatino measures are being crafted with this as one consideration.

• Support for small businesses in Loomis, but many people visit places like Roseville for entertainment, restaurants,
coffee shops, etc. - used to go to the Conservatory and nursery shops, but not any longer - seeking additional
destinations in Loomis

-

-

-

-

-

• Make sure that uses at the Village area do not compete with downtown and instead create synergy with downtown
uses
-

-

-

•

•

•

38

11/1/2020

Open House

39

11/1/2020

Open House
Open House

Concern about the speed of vehicular travel along Sierra College Boulevard

Kids need safe places to walk to

• Town should promote bicycle routes that feel safe, safe roads and paths, for increasing cycling, identify and
improve gaps around Town, such as along Horseshoe Bar Road and toward destinations, look at alternate routes
along Walnut to the Raley's area, ensure signage that makes the routes obvious to cyclists and motorists

•

•

More bike parking needed downtown

Understand that need fiscal benefits associated with development

Expression of support for shops downtown

No restaurants should be located at the outskirts of the community

Open House

-

-

-

42
43

11/1/2020
11/1/2020

Open House
Open House

• In the fringes of the planning area, there should be less focus on retail/restaurants and other uses that should be
downtown and instead look at other employment generating uses in these locations, including, potentially senior care
facilities and a sports complex that could be a regional draw
• Support for a hotel locally
-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.
This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.

-

-

-

The draft Economic Development and Finance Element expresses support for both special
and regular events, although the Library is not yet specifically identified as a location for such
events.

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

11/1/2020

Open House

45

11/1/2020

Open House

46
47

11/1/2020
11/1/2020

Open House
Open House

48

11/1/2020

Open House

49

11/1/2020

Open House

50

11/1/2020

Open House

51

11/1/2020

Open House

52

11/1/2020

Open House

53

11/1/2020

Open House

54

11/1/2020

Open House

•

Support for more diversity in commercial, restaurant, entertainment, and other options locally

•

Support for local businesses

•

There is local demand for a dog park

•

Support for connecting the Secret Ravine trail from Rocklin to the vicinity of downtown Loomis

• Encourage additional programming of recreational spaces and additional events at public spaces, suggesting the
area around the library as a good space
•

•

•

Support for connecting trails from the area in Rocklin around Wal-Mart, connecting with Placer County trail planning

Support for additional programming that would bring people out

Support for additional parks

Support for additional outdoor activities for children

55

11/1/2020

Open House

56

11/1/2020

Open House

•

Worry about fire safety, need to ensure management of vegetation, and to maintain areas around powerlines

•

Concern about protecting water quality, citing the example that there used to be salmon in Secret Ravine

-

-

-

-

-

-

x

x
x
x

x
x

x
x

x

x

x

x

x

This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.
This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.

11/1/2020

• Town should seek grant funding to assist with newly establishing businesses to help in the most risky time for them,
offset rent for the first six months, for example while the business is focused on marketing, insurance, and other
matters, have an internal Town liaison for the businesses receiving grant support
• Support for agricultural/historic tourism -there is an interesting story of local historic agricultural products, such as
mandarins; Town should seek grant funding to promote agricultural and historic tourism
-

x

Thank you. The draft Economic Development and Finance Element addresses additional
vibrancy and destination uses in the core area.
Thank you. The draft Economic Development and Finance Element addresses additional
vibrancy and destination uses in the core area.
The draft Economic Development and Finance Element addresses this topic in Policy EDF3.1.4.

41

44

x
x

This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.
This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.

One thing people like about Loomis is the ability to get to places without getting on the highway

• Dedicated bike lanes are needed, protected bike lanes are also needed, especially in the downtown area along
Taylor Road and along Horseshoe Bar Road

•

11/1/2020

Support for electric cars, anticipate additional demand once the range is increased

King Road needs safer and more comfortable areas for walking and biking to reach destinations

•

40

x

x

Thank you. This is addressed in draft policy EDF-3.1.3.
This is addressed in different places in the Economic Development and Finance Element
broadly, including Implementation Measure EDF-2.1.1.1, but not yet as specific as suggested
in this comment.
This is addressed in different places in the Economic Development and Finance Element
draft policies and implementation measures.
Thank you. The draft Economic Development and Finance Element addresses additional
vibrancy and destination uses in the core area.
This is addressed in the draft Economic Development and Finance Element.

This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.
This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.
This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.
This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.

Thank you. The draft Public Health & Safety Element addresses fire safety and vegetation
management.
Thank you. The Conservation of Resources Element includes policies and implementation
measures that are protective of water quality.

x

x
x

x

x

x
x
x

x
x
x

x
x

x
x
x
x
x
x
x

x
x

•

57

11/1/2020

Open House

58

11/1/2020

Open House

-

-

-

Objectives, policies, and implementation measures have been added to Element 7, Public
Health and Safety to address potential hazards pertaining to the railroad as well as emergency
access routes.

-

-

-

This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.

x

-

-

-

With regard to the safety concern, emergency access, including the consideration of having
more than one point of ingress and egress, has been added to the Public Health and Safety
Element (Objective PHS-6.2 and related policies).

X

-

-

-

This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.

Concern about train derailment and hazards, along with the need to maintain emergency routes for response

Okay with adding apartments

59 11/6/2020

Gretchen Zeagler

5986 Mareta Lane

Y

60 11/7/2020

J. Geck

7500 Country Rd

NO

61 11/7/2020

Pat Hull

5892 Sparas St
Loomis, CA 95650

Sherry DeBaere

6070 Morgan Place

NO

63 11/8/2020

Jake Scutero

5824 Pearson Ave

Y

Eric Stillwell

3340 Swetzer Ct., Suite A
Loomis, CA 95650

Y

916-208-8009
scuterojake@gmail.com

916-652-4491
916-768-5200

66

67
68

3340 Swetzer Ct, Suite A
Loomis, CA 95650

11/10/2020

Y

11/14/2020 David Ring

11/18/2020

-

-

-

-

We need a bike parade where people can get out and have fun. We also recommend/want a better skate park.

-

-

-

This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.
This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.
This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.

-

-

-

This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.

-

-

-

This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.

Chapters 1-2 -

-

This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.

-

-

Provided to PCWA and PCWA GIS has been shared with the Town.

-

-

Thank you for sharing it. We have reviewed it and found thre results very informative
Affordable housing affiliated with religious institutions

-

-

-

-

This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.

-

-

Report is completed and will be distributed to be used by this committee to tie in issues related to house ng.

x

Yes, but it is recommended to allow an increase from 15 du/ac to 20 du/acre on site 9 in the Village area.
Relative to available land for employment generating development, this is addressed in the draft Economic
Development and Finance Element, such as in Implementation Measure EDF-1.1.2.1.

x

0david.m.ring0@gmail.com

jmwilson@joyfulheart.com

PCWA is very interested in obtaining GIS-based land use files as this project is undertaken
I have my copy of the Loomis General Plan Update Community Preferences Survey" dated Oct 5, 1998 if you or
anyone else there would like to see it.

Office - 530-8234848 OR Cell
530-308-5373

Brent Smith

-

I haven't gotten to the circulation element, but I was hoping that maybe something could be put in there that included
adding some kind of dividers between the bike lanes and the traffic when Sierra College Boulevard gets expanded out
to 4 lanes.pI-2, line 37: strike "recently developed"pI-4, line 10: opportunities in town...there has to be a way to
incorporate hitching posts and bike racks together, and then implementing them downtown. Also, many of the
opportunities and constraints areunreadable.pI-5, comment CC3: last line is unreadable onlinepI-5, line 26: remove
period a^er "Town residents" pI-7, line 9,10: strike "and bigger swimming pool"pI-7, line 20: not sure there is a great
demand for a Loomis police departmentpII-3, line 12: it sounds weird to say 3-9 are general plan elements, and then
have 4 be the Appendix. It September to actually list out the elements in 3 through 9, and then have 10 be appendix
A.pII-3, line 23: Parks and Rec Master Plan hasn't been approved by the Town Council yet.pII-5, line 18: This came up
recently with the BEM property. Everyone at the meeting, including the town lawyer, thought that it is odd that the Town
council has to review the idea of a proposal before anything specific is actually being proposed. I think that we should
bring this up with the council about whether #2needs to be in the general plan at all.pII-6, Table 2-1: I am probably
wrong, but I really thought that the Loomis Fire ProtecRon District combined with the South Placer County Fire
District.pII-7, Figure 2-1: I have to believe that there is a beQer picture out there to put in here...it's 2020.

11/30/2020 Jean Wilson

Greetings from Los Altos. Does anyone know of a jurisdiction that has already allowed an affordable housing project on a religious institution
site similar to what takes effect on January 1 st per AB 1851? AB 1851 seems like a good opportunity for small agencies like Los Altos but I
wanted to see if anyone has done this before so I can pick their brain AB 1851
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12/1/2020 Guido Persicone

1 N. San Antonio Road, Los
Altos, CA 94022

650-947-2633

gpersicone@losaltosca.gov
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12/8/2020 Bonnie London

blondon@loomi s.ca .gov
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12/9/2020 Bonnie

Housing Element meeting
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12/9/2020 David

Housing Element meeting
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74
75
76

12/9/2020
12/9/2020
12/9/2020
12/9/2020

David
David
David
David

Housing Element meeting
Housing Element meeting
Housing Element meeting
Housing Element meeting
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12/9/2020 David

Housing Element meeting
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80

12/9/2020 David
12/9/2020 David
12/9/2020 Gary

Housing Element meeting
Housing Element meeting
Housing Element meeting
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12/9/2020 Gary

82

12/9/2020 Gary

83
84

12/9/2020 Gary
12/9/2020 Gary
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12/9/2020 Gary

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

Would Senior count towards RHNA

-

-

-

Housing Element meeting

Town could incentivize

-

-

-

Housing Element meeting

-

-

-

Housing Element meeting
Housing Element meeting

Parking requirements
Iintegrate Downtown Master Plan focus on Shed to Shed to get downtown landlords involved. Is the Community Survey
addressing what are perceived specific needs for affordable housing in Loomis.
Don't say what others said so don't bump into serial meeting.

-

-

-

Housing Element meeting

Please send us link for that program

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

The survey addresses housing needs based on the state requirements of the housing element and includes
special needs and affordable housing need
It can meet some, but not all of the RHNA requirement.
Yes
See housing Element
A portion of the RHNA can be met. The RHNA does not just allocate for low-income units, but moderate and
above moderate units as well, which can be accomplished in less dense housing.
Stakeholders were interviewed, this includes affordable housing developers and organizations that provide
services to special needs groups, Not downtown landowners

-

-

-

Remember that RHNA refers to all income levels for housing, not just low-income. Affordable housing
programs can incentivize redevelopment.
This is a Brown Act concern, don't expect serial meetings will be a problem.
We start with previous Housing Element. We look at what's zoned properly.

Gary
Gary
Gary
Gary

Housing Element meeting
Housing Element meeting
Housing Element meeting
Housing Element meeting
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12/9/2020 Gary

Housing Element meeting
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12/9/2020 Gary

Housing Element meeting
Housing Element meeting
Housing Element meeting
Housing Element meeting

Do we have enough vacant land
Housing really dense; so close together. Is State considering expanding Fire Code. Should we zone based on what we
think is safe? Loomis Sphere of Influence in Housing Element?
Past Programs - are those all Town?
AB101 sunsets after 5 years. Doesn't apply after 2026. Do any of the others sunset also?
Not allowed to downsize? Is that correct?
Does Loomis have any federally protected waterways in Loomis?
During Obama - expanded what was protected. Trump reduced what was protected. With Biden, could we get in
situation where we have to rezone again.
That type of problem would be part of one of the new laws

Is the Community Survey addressing what are the perceived specific needs for affordable housing in Loomis (e.g.
downsizing seniors and this table from presentation:
Food Service Workers, Retail Clerks, Manicurists, Home Care Aids Teaching Assistants, Waiters and Waitresses,
Nursing Assistants, Security Guards Mail Carriers,. Graphic Designers, EMTs/Paramedics, Dental Assistants
Would designated Senior Housing meet all the RHNA requirements
Has the Town ever considered 2 nd houses on acreage as meeting affordable housing needs?
What is a Low Barrier Navigation Center?
Slide 32 addresses the Village proposal. Would the current RHNA numbers be met by the current RH-20 Overlays
there? What Rezones may be necessary to meet 2021-2029 RHNA?
Who are the stakeholders to be interviewed? Will that include downtown landlords?
Would downtown landlords qualify for RHNA development of non-vacant sites with realistic development potential?
Could affordable housing programs on slides 21-23 assist in making it economically attractive for downtown landlords
to convert any existing properties to affordable housing?
We'll be talking to community members. They'll talk to other committee members.
What will be process to ID additional lands?
If further discussion, will it be a subcommittee? Known some previous sites were up for building. Would like to see full
list of current inventory. Do we want to ID additional lands beyond what's required?
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12/9/2020 Greg

Housing Element meeting
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12/9/2020 Greg
12/9/2020 Greg
12/9/2020 Greg

Housing Element meeting
Housing Element meeting
Housing Element meeting

Minimum housing size - lot of talking about tiny homes. Could you have a 1 acre lot with a tiny home on it?
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12/9/2020 Jean

Housing Element meeting

Median home prices in Loomis- is that Loomis specific, or including unincorporated areas?

How small can you go?
Builder drives that -

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

X

x

X
X
X

X

x

x

x
x

X

-

12/9/2020
12/9/2020
12/9/2020
12/9/2020

12/9/2020 Gary
12/9/2020 Greg
12/9/2020 Greg

-

While schools and sports were identified as the top unifying elements in our community, the library needs to be
considered since the town actually governs and funds it . Clearly more needs to be done so it becomes top of mind for
community residents, but it can and should play a role in some of the recommendations Michele offered, especially
developing a framework for civic discussions on community decisions (Town Talks!!!). As Michele indicated, our
community is so disconnected with fractured and poorly established relationships. We see this play out on social
media and how people treat each other. The quotes she showed were sad. I wonder if she has recommendations for a
moderator or someone experienced with guiding these type of discussions because they won't be easy but are
necessary if we're to move forward. Suggested looking at strongtowns.org for information on strong towns during a
pandemic
Rural Main Street Technical Assistance program. Is the data from their survey going to be included, raising points
about multi-generational housing.

-

86
87
88
89

92
93
94

■A religious institution may remove up to half of the religious use parking on a site for a religious institution affiliated housing project, even if
the number of parking spaces provided is already deficient under local standards.
■The remaining parking spaces count toward the parking required of the religious institution affiliated housing project, and the developer
cannot be required to replace eliminated parking spaces.
■However, at least one space may be required per unit, unless the housing project is within one- half mile of transit or one block of a car share
space.

X

x

X

-

I own the vacant land located at the corner of King Rd and Swetzer Rd. The property address is 5945 King Rd (APN
044- 200-017-00). The property is currently zoned as General Commercial, but given the surrounding area and the
current real estate/covid climate, I do not believe that is the best use of the property. I would like to ask that it be
incorporated into the neighboring ILT ·or IL zones to allow for a better use of the property. My business currently
occupies a portion of the building at 3340 Swetzer Ct, where my family has had their business for almost 35 years.
eric@.sierrawes.com
We have far outgrown the current space and our parking situation is crowded to say the least. As the vacant land is
currently zoned, our business would not be allowed to operate there (construction with a warehouse). I believe that
allowing the zone change and allowing us to build a new building there will alleviate congestion in our current location,
by not only moving our business to a larger and more suitable location, but also allowing other tenants in our current
building to expand into our current space to reduce their contribution to the congestion.

Office 916-6524491 OR Cell
916-768-5200

x

Looking at multi-use trails. I like many horseback ride. Where are the assembly areas to park our trailers? Can't ride
trail if no area to park trick & trailer. We are a large population in the rural area around in Loomis. How are you
serving us?

I own the vacant land located at the corner of King Rd and Swetzer Rd. The property address is 5945 King Rd (APN
044-200-017-00). The property is currently zoned as General Commercial, but given the surrounding area and the
current real estate/covid climate, I do not believe that is the best use of the property. I would like to ask that it be
incorporated into the neighboring ILT or IL zones to allow for a better use of the property. My business currently
occupies a portion of the building at 3340 Swetzer Ct, where my family has had their business for almost 35 years.
We have far outgrown the current space and our parking situation is crowded to say the least. As the vacant land is
currently zoned, our business would not be allowed to operate there (construction with a warehouse). I believe that
allowing the zone change and allowing us to build a new building there will alleviate congestion in our current location,
by not only moving our business to a larger and more suitable location, but also allowing other tenants in our current
building to expand into our current space to reduce their contribution to the congestion.

estilwell@sierrawes.com

Eric Stilwell

65

Interest in info re: internet in rural Loomis for everyone. Saw Verizon working on Val Verde?? Please add all of
Loomis to the Master Plan for internet. I already filled out Facebook form re: Internet.
Remove light @ King and Swetzer, put turning lane back & get rid of island there. School traffic unable to turn, people
going straight or turning right can't get thru because of island. Turning people towards school, no lane because of
island which backs all the way to Webb. People (cars) coming down Swetzer automatically get to go while other traffic
has to stop even when light just turned green. Swetzer cars make it turn red backing up traffic. When trains go thru 2x
a day lights aren't in sync (Taylor & King/Swetzer & King) causing no movement when gates (RxR) go back up.
Swetzer green Taylor is red & visa versa. You spend 15-30 min. trying to turn & get past Swetzer from Taylor. That
lights was such a waste of $$$.

jegeck@pacbell.net

Y

62 11/7/2020

64 11/9/2020

The most significant concern/problem is the lack of traffic circulation on Pacific/Taylor and King. There is only one
way in and out of this town. Any additions in housing or business would make it impossible to get around. This is a
safety concern. I am selling my home as a result of this poor planning-failure. The traffic plan is completely
unacceptable. I strongly oppose it and plan to be very vocal about this issue.

Not in Housing Element. Only Town limits. There is no SOI
Specific to Loomis
AB 101 does not have a sunset date
Allowed to reduce one place and increase elsewhere
Yes, there are some. Some waterways have been mapped. Water quality is addressed in detail in Volume
III, Biological Resources.
Even if there are protected waters, there can be a take - doesn't prevent all development. Some waterways
less restrictive relate to ditches and roadside drainage.
AB686
yes
Infill programs. Town could help incentivize by lessening setbacks and building heights to get development
done Please see Programs 5, 6, 7, and 13 in the Draft Housing Element. This is addressed in the draft
Economic Development & Finance, along with other potential constraints/incentives, including in
Implementation Measure EDF-2.1.1.1.
Could incorporate that elsewhere than Housing program. This is a land use and zoning topic. This is
addressed in the draft Economic Development & Finance, along with other potential constraints, including in
Implementation Measure EDF-2.1.1.1.
The survey addresses housing needs based on the state requirements of the housing element and includes
special needs and affordable housing need
Comment on Meeting processes
2013-2021 Housing Element: http s:/ / loomis.ca.gov/ documents/ element -v-housing -elementupdated -2014/

There is a vacant land inventory for housing and it includes additional land for units to buffer the RHNA that's
what I meant by buffer- zone more than what's currently required. - extra buffer through secondary units.
Typically not count towards tiny homes, as they are usually not on permanent foundation.
believe law says 200 sf
Town work with a Senior Housing developer.
Loomis specific, not surrounding. We confirmed that sales data collected was for home sales and listings
solely within Town limits

x

x

x
x
x
x
x

x

x
x
x

x

x

x

x

x

x
x
x

x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x

Encouraging 2nd units - don't pay full single-family dwelling price for Town fees; pay comparable to multi-family units.
Was sales price data for within the Town limits, or Loomis zip code. Towards Lake, quite a bit higher than in Town
limits.
Most of South area don't have infrastructure, and on northwest side, except for Montserrat subdivision. No sewers,
water. All on propane gas. As far as undevelopable", not infrastructure to put in lot of housing. That's why we have 3.2
acre minimum for septic.
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12/9/2020 Jean

Housing Element meeting
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12/9/2020 Jean

Housing Element meeting

-

-

-

-

-

-
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12/9/2020 Jean
12/9/2020 Jean

Housing Element meeting
Housing Element meeting

-

-

-
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12/9/2020 Jean

Housing Element meeting

-

-

-
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12/9/2020 Jean
12/9/2020 Jean
12/9/2020 Jeff

Housing Element meeting
Housing Element meeting
Housing Element meeting

Noise constraints -we have freeway and railroad. If lands available along those, any problem locating housing there?
How many people would be a problem for this committee?
How many meetings will we have? When's out next meeting?

-

-

-
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12/9/2020 Jeff
12/9/2020 Matt

Housing Element meeting
Housing Element meeting

Will Michelle's report be done by January meeting?
How do nursing homes count?

-

-

-
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12/9/2020 Matt
12/9/2020 Maureen Valli

Housing Element meeting
Housing Element meeting

How does Zoning fit in? Once GP done, does Town update Zoning?
Will Town be encouraging residents to put in accessory dwelling units?

-

-

-
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12/9/2020 Russ

Housing Element meeting
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12/9/2020 Russ
12/9/2020 Russ

Housing Element meeting
Housing Element meeting
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12/9/2020 Russ

Housing Element meeting
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12/9/2020
12/9/2020

Housing Element meeting
Housing Element meeting
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12/9/2020

Housing Element meeting

tigibson@fisrtam.com

Flood plains another item -Vet Clinic in flood plain. That side of Town has lot of creeks. Will there be analysis of that?
Overlay was for 9 acres. Are you talking about using more acreage than that for the Village
Asked about that during Open House. Water Resources table. They said State has kept emphasis here where federal
govt relaxed laws.

Secondary homes - current inventory updated to know how many done since last time we looked at this? Also, would
tiny homes affect that?

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

serial meetings - can talk with one, but not more than majority

-

-

Placeworks 2021-2029 Housing Element Update Meeting Summary p 15-56 located in: 20210324183225719.pdf

-

I have been reviewing material posted on the Town of Loomis General Plan Update portal but did not Page 2 of 2see
(or perhaps missed) a Smeline/schedule which provides tentative dates for official consideration/ adoption by the
Town Council. Any guidance you could provide on this ma\er would be appreciated. We realize that any dates provided
are tentative and subject to change. Once we receive confirmation of official adoption we will want to update our
General Plan library

Infrastructure maps - from water agency, sewer agency, fire district, school district. That info is accurate. Water
agency is incredibly accurate - could tell last piece of pipe put in. Gas main stops at my house on Barton Road. Critical
for planning for any facilities/buildings/land uses, to know where those are.
Would you have 7-8 year projection of when infrastructure to be installed.
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12/29/2020 Tim Gibson

714-250-1803

1/25/2021 Maya Vishwanath

121

1/26/2021 Gina Georgiou

510-836-4200
3760 Bankhead
Loomis, CA 95650
APN 030-090-057

Not looking in flood plain.
No, and the overlay was for 7 acres.
We typically don't rely on sites like that, if particular constraint.
depends on noise levels
11 members means no more than 6.
January is scheduled for 1/13, 3-4:30 February, middle to end of February, we'll decide
Expect by Christmas. We posted PowerPoint she prese noted. When I get video recording, it will also be
posted there . Really fast 2 hour meeting, filled with lots of info. Encourage you to watch it.
No
we're looking at sites that are designated properly now. Don't know plans for Zoning updates. my
understanding is we ID inconsistent Zoning in GP process. When whole GP is updated, Zoning updated.

x
x
x
x
x
x
X
X
X
X

yes. No restrictions. Good to go. Highly encouraged.

X
X

working to ID how many accessory units have been done, and for how far back. At least for 2018- 2020,
we'll be able to say how many done/year. Could ID how much rents, to say fit into lower income categories.

X
X
X

-

-

-

Noted

X

General

-

-

The Update will not be complete until late 2022

General

-

-

Noted

-

-

-

This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.

Housing

-

-

Please see the Housing Element for programs included by the Town

The list of special needs should be expanded to include food service workers, retail clerks, manicurists, home care
aids, teacher s, teaching assistants, waiters and waitresses, nursing assistants, security guards, mail carriers, graphic
designers, EM Ts/ paramedics, dental assistants, teachers, serv ice workers, and first responders so that they can
Housing
afford to live in Loomis if they work here.

-

-

Heritage Park.

X
X
X

x

Attached please find a CEQA and Land Use Notice Request on behalf of the Laborers International Union of North America, Local Union 185
and its members living in the City of Loomis ("LiUNA"). If you could please confirm receipt of this request it would be greatly appreciated.
Please feel free to contact me regarding any questions you may have. We hereby request that the City of Loomis ("City") send by electronic
mail, if possible or U.S. Mail to our firm at the address below notice of any and all actions or hearings related to activities
undertaken, authorized, approved, permitted, licensed, or certified by the City and any of its subdivisions, and/or supported, in whole or in pail,
through contracts, grants, subsidies, loans or other forms of assistance from the City, including, but not limited to the following: •Notice of any
public hearing in connection with projects as required by California Planning and Zoning Law pursuant to Government Code Section 65091.
•Any and all notices prepared pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act ("CEQA"), including, but not limited to ■Notices of any
public hearing held pursuant to CEQA.
■Notices of any addenda prepared to a previously ce1iified or approved EIR.
■Notices of determination that an Environmental Impact Report ("EIR") or supplemental EIR is required for a project, prepared pursuant to
Public Resources Code Section 21080.4.
■Notices of any scoping meeting held pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21083.9.
■Notices of preparation of an EIR or a negative declaration for a project, prepared pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21092.
■Notices of availability of an EIR or a negative declaration for a project, prepared pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21152 and
Section 15087 of Title 14 of the California Code of Regulate owns.
■Notices of approval and/or determination to cany out a project, prepared pursuant to Public
Resources Code Section 21152 or any other provision of law.
■Notices of approval or certification of any EIR or negative declaration, prepared pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21152 or any
other provision of law.
■Notices of determination that a project is exempt from CEQA, prepared pursuant to Public Resources Code section 21152 or any other
provision of law.
■Notice of any Final EIR prepared pursuant to CEQA.
■Notice of determination, prepared pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21108 or Section 21152. Please note that we are requesting
notices of CEQA actions and notices of any public hearings to be held under any provision of Title 7 of the California Government Code
governing California Planning and Zoning Law. This request is filed pursuant to Public Resources Code Sections 21092.2 and 21167(f), and
Government Code Section 65092, which requires agencies to mail such notices to any person who has filed a written request for them with
the clerk of the agency's governing body. Please send notice by electronic mail, if possible or U.S. Mail to our mailing address: Michael
Lozeau
Hannah Hughes
Maya Vishwanath Lozeau Drury LLP
1939 Harrison Street, Suite 150
Oakland, CA 94612
(510) 836-4200
much ael@lo zeaudrury.com hannah@lozeaudrury.com maya@lozeaudrury.com

1939 Harrison Street, Suite
150 Oakland, CA 94612
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Resource maps-don't give a good sense of things. We'll map land inventory on that. This was considered
when identifying “shovel ready” sites for the inventory

We're looking for shovel-ready sites.
Only including sites that are ready for units as is.
Town owned subdivision has finaI map. If Town chose to sell it for a developer to build out, could be part of
housing development.
Andreas Booher, Town Attorney- Brown Act - limits what you can discuss outside of public meetings. This
Committee is covered by Brown Act. Caution discussing with each other outside of these meetings. Reach
out to myself to get any questions.
will do training in January.

Town Attorney to speak about Brown Act. Now have 3 new members.

Principal Geo-Spatial
Analyst First American
Natural Hazard
Disclosures200 Commerce,
Suite 100Irvine, CA 92602

We confirmed that sales data collected was for home sales and listings solely within Town limits

maya@l ozeaudrury.com
Would like the town reconsider the zoning from my address from residential estate to rural residential. I would like to

Y

916-652-4608

splitSacramento
my lot intoHousing
1 acre Alliance
parcel recommends
and I believethat
still
remains
the rural character
my town.
The
every
local government
in our regionofconsider
adopting the following foundational
affordable housing strategies. Get People and Families off the Street:
•Decriminalize Homelessness.
•Expedite sheltering and housing of at-risk individuals and families, including supporting safe ground, safe parking lots and self- governance.
Support provision of services including for mental health.
•Create opportunities for development of permanent supportive housing for people experiencing homelessness, including families, by
identifying sites and properties and prioritize local funding and incentives for that use.
•Require 10 percent of all new affordable rental communities be set aside for people experiencing homelessness.
•Create and fund rehousing plans to move people from emergency COVID sheltering to permanent affordable housing, including acquiring
units being used for shelter to convert to permanent supportive housing. Keep People in their Homes:
•Adopt tenant protections to prevent unjust evictions and stabilize rent increases. Adopt and maintain emergency evictions protections
because of COVID-19 impacts.

x

X

Provide Rental Assistance: fund rental assistance and work with tenants, nonprofit affordable housing providers, advocates and the state to
find solutions on rent that keep tenants out of debt, prevent displacement, and sustain financial security of nonprofit housing providers.
Examples of funding resources include local housing authority resources, and other federal funding resources like HOME and COVID funds.
•Adopt policies to prevent displacement including strategies to protect senior and low-income homeowners such as targeting home repair
programs and no-net loss policies for existing affordable housing and condo conversion ordinances.
•Adopt a condominium conversion ordinance that includes relocation assistance and an option for long term leases for very low income and
senior tenants. •Adopt or strengthen pro-active Rental Housing Inspection Programs to maintain the existing housing stock.
•Establish targeted rehabilitation programs in neighborhoods that have suffered from historic disinvestment.
•Advocate and ensure public lenders continue to show forbearance and flexibility to address COVID 19 related hardships for existing
affordable housing communities. Work to get private sector lenders to provide similar forbearance. Increase and Preserve the Affordable
Housing Supply
Create or strengthen local housing trust funds with local revenue sources (in lieu fees, commercial impact fees, real estate transfer tax,
document record fee, luxury tax, or local affordable housing bonds, etc.).Adequate local funds for leverage are critical to effectively
competing for State housing funding.
Require housing developers to set aside a specific percentage of units in all new developments for lower income households or dedicate
land and pay fees to build a comparable number of units.
Update zoning ordinances to increase densities for affordable rental homes near transit, schools, medical services and employment
opportunities.
Update zoning ordinances to allow duplexes, triplexes, and fourplexes in single family neighborhoods.
Create loan and grant programs to support development of ADUs reserved and affordable to lower income people.
Provide targeted first-time homebuyer programs in neighborhoods that have suffered from historic disinvestment including use of State
homeownership funds through CalHFA and HCD.
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Valerie Feldman Sacramento Housing
1/29/2021 Alliance

2/8/2021 Compilation Administrative Draft of the Housing Element

incentivize resource and energy efficient affordable housing to support development of affordable homes and environmental goals. Monitor
and support preservation of existing regulated affordable homes at risk of converting to market rents.

916-457-7155

vfeldman@pilpca.org

aaryliss@mindsorina.com

The Housing Element should include a goal that calls for the phased implementation of new housing projects in
Loomis, rather than a single, major developer trying to do everything all at once. That was downfall of The Village
project- it tried to do too much without enough phasing.

124

2/8/2021 Compilation Administrative Draft of the Housing Element

aaryliss@mindsorina.com
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2/8/2021 Compilation Administrative Draft of the Housing Element

aaryliss@mindsorina.com
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2/8/2021 Compilation Administrative Draft of the Housing Element

aaryliss@mindsorina.com
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2/8/2021 Compilation Administrative Draft of the Housing Element

aaryliss@mindsorina.com
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2/8/2021 Compilation Administrative Draft of the Housing Element

aaryliss@mindsorina.com
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2/8/2021 Compilation Administrative Draft of the Housing Element

aaryliss@mindsorina.com

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

Program 6 - instead of referencing CDBG specifically, should refer to seeking funding from state and federal
programs to support affordable housing. For the Status column to say that CDBG wasn't pursued because the Town of
Loomis wasn't eligible should not mean the Town doesn't pursue this from other state and federal funding sources.
-

-

-

-

-

The Town 's Fee Ordinance needs to be updated every 2 years to support Hou sing Element goals with funding to
support necessary traffic and utility improvements over time so the Town is not reliant on a single developer to fund
improvements that will be needed.
Were handout s for developers referenced in existing programs of the past Housing Element prepared and distributed
to developers? If so, please provide those to this Committee.

Program 7 - The column is marked continue, but the Status column says the Town does NOT plan to carry this
program forward. The Town should continue this program and implement it as soon as Town staff are able to pursue it.
Programs 8 an d 25 - The Town should adopt an inclusionary and Universal Design Ordinance as a priority to
facilitate meeting RHNA obligations and needs of those wishing to down-size or begin to live in Loomis (e.g. seniors,
service workers, teachers, first responders and starter homes for new families). The Status report should say that the
Town will pursue this, not just "gage interest in this".

x

Special Needs is a category specifically defined by HCD.

x
A program to include phasing plans in development agreements will be included in the Planning Commission
staff report for their consideration; Folow up discussion with HCD indicates they consider phasing
requirements to be a constraint and they have stated that if phasing is a requirement in the Housing
Element, that projects will be analyzed for housing constraint imapcts and that they qill require a detailed
analysis of all the constraints to housing that result.
Development impact fees are addressed in the Economic Development and Finance Element of Volume I of
this General Plan Update. Implementation meausres have been refined to provide for the flexibility of the
Town to review and update development impact fees as necessary, with the stated goal of at least every two
years.
The Town is currently preparing these materials and is expected to complete them by summer 2021. Upon
completion, they will be posted on the Town website to be made available to all residents and prospective
developers.
This refers to Program 6 of the 2013-2021 Housing Element. The previous Program 6 has been updated and is now
Program 8 in the 2021-2029 Housing Element. It identifies several state and federal funding sources, including
CDBG, Self Help Housing (CalHome Program), HOME, and other financing resources, as appropriate. The
Implementation Status for the previous Program 6 identifies that the Town will revise the program to include more
proactive efforts, which has been done through the new Program 8.

x

x
x

x

The Town has incorporated incentives for affordable housing into Programs 4, 7, 8, and 13.

-

x
Please see new Program 9 regarding recommending adoption of an inclusionary housing ordinance and Program 19
regarding universal design standards.

-

-

-

x
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Program 9 -What does "Modify" mean? Need to be more specific. The recommendations should be more explicit that
the Town wants to make it economically attractive for downtown landlords to convert any existing properties to afford
able housing beyond density bonuses (e.g. Existing program #5). Should include not just parking reductions, but also
arranging for developers to pay for parking spaces in public parking areas that would count towards their parking
requirements.

Modifications are typically language changes, but the intent of the program remains the same. Please see
slides 17-19 of Housing Committee Meeting #3 for specific modifications
(https://loomis.ca.gov/documents/housing-committee-march-31-2021-meeting-power-point-presentation/)

-

-

-

-

-

-

Program 11- consider working with existing apartment complex next to proposed COSTCO project to convert some or
all non-affordable dwelling units to affordable dwelling units. That may be desirable to current owners, particularly if
coupled with other incentives, as the rental value of those apartments and the resale value of that complex may be
negatively impacted once COSTCO is built.
Programs 13, 21 and 31 - add mPO WER, which is Pioneer Community Energy's program that finances energy
efficiency and water conservation improvements, and property owners repay it through their property tax bill (closed
until COVID shelter in place order is lifted)

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

Program 10- need to update for new RHNA numbers

x
This comment is referring to programs from the previous Housing Element. The 2021-2029 RHNA numbers
have been used throughout the 2021-2029 Housing Element.
State law requires all rental units to accept Section 8 vouchers and the Town does not currently have
funding to subsidize units independently. Additionally, conversion of occupied units would result in
displacement of current tennants and intentional concentration of affordable housing in an area expected to
have negative surrounding uses, which is a violation of the Fair Housing Act.
These programs have been combined into the new Program 21 which addresses mechanisms of
encouraging energy efficiency in housing.
The comment is referring to programs from the previous Housing Element, please see the new Program 17.
Please see the Housing Conditions assessment in the Community Profile, the Town has included this
program to provide safe and accessible housing for all residents of Loomis.

Program 22 - how much housing in Loomis is substandard? Do we need this program?
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The RHNA allocation should be met by the current RH-20 Overlays for the area that was to be The Village, as that
was already approved by Council and that area remains a good potential for meeting those needs. Any Rezones that
may be necessary to meet 2021-2029 RHNA to accomplish that should be included in the recommendations.
The recommendations should be more explicit that the Town encourages 2nd houses on acreage (accessory dwelling
units, ADUs) to meet affordable housing needs.
The Town should encourage the development of duplex housing on corners of new single- family developments like
was done in Roseville at Santa Fe Circle and Union Str meet, where the driveways to each unit are on different
streets, so they appear to be single-family homes on their respective streets.
There's rumor of a proposal to develop a major housing development at Horseshoe Bar Road and Interstate 80 (the
site for the proposed Turtle Island and The Loomis Marketplace). That needs to be confirmed and addressed in this
Housing Element.
Spell out what abbreviations mean the first time they're used in a Chapter (e.g. ADUs). Or have a listing of
abbreviations at the end that can be consulted.
Add to Table of Contents "V" before numbers, to be consistent with the Chapter's numbers at the bottom of the pages.

The comment is referring to programs from the previous Housing Element, please see the new Program 17.
Please see the Housing Conditions assessment in the Community Profile, the Town has included this
program to provide safe and accessible housing for all residents of Loomis.

-

-

-

The Housing Element only identifies vacant and underutilized sites that are currently available for
development for residential development. There is no application received to address in the Housing
Element.

-

-

-

The General Plan will include a glossary of terms. See Volume II

x

-

-

-

The Housing Element format will be consistent with the General Plan as a whole

X
X

If the 2020 Census data isn't used, it should be mentioned explicitly since this report will come out in 2021.

V

10

25

The 2019 data is available.

V

10

29

Table 1, 2020 % increase is only 3.6%. I didn't check the math for all of the values, but this one jumped out at me.

V

11

12

Might also mention that under 5, and 5-9 year population also jumped by a high percentage.

V

11

15

28.1% decrease doesn't seem right looking at graph. I ran the numbers, and I think that it should be 48.1%

V

11

18

Yes, the Placer County Environmental Health Services Division is the designated CUPA for the county and the Town
of Loomis (https://www.placer.ca.gov/3164/Hazardous-Materials).
It is weird that the ages are broken up into the categories they are. Why 40-49, 50-59, but 60-64, and 65-69, and then
70-79?
Add comma "occurring, an accurate percentage" to make it easier to read.

V

11

19

V

11

19

V

19

21
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Is the term "female headed households" still relevant? is it a required term? what about single parent households?

V

23

12

In the final draft, it might be best not to split tables onto separate pages.

V

32

27
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I would like to see a % limit on residential development in CC, CG, CO, and CT zones.
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Does the zoning code specify standards on housing built in commercial districts?

V

35

1

V
V

36
48
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Maybe list specific code numbers
I would like to see something about prioritizing parks and open space in developments.
Does the town even have any "appropriate land use policies and development standards that reduce energy
consumption."?
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1

V
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It doesn't seem right to claim PG&E conservation measures in the town's general plan; unless the town had something
to do with formulating those measures. If we are going to include PG&Es opportunities (which has almost nothing to do
with the town, then there are probably a whole bunch of other non-town related programs available as well.)
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AB816 may change how we look at homelessness. It appears only to address homeless we need to put it on our site
and see how we can keep from getting sued.

20

3

X

V
V

X

-

-

-

-

-

-

X
The Housing Element identifies the number of homeless individuals counted at the time of drafting and
identifies the land uses that allow for emergency shelters.

Recommend inserting links to the various cited federal/state/Placer County source documents, i.e. Hazardous Waste
Management Plan, either after the discussion of said document or provide an appendix with all of the cited material
and associated links (which you may already be doing as noted on page 33's comment about references).

Overall

X

7

7

26

McMurdo2007@yahoo.com

Insert words to the effect, "Because Lake Tahoe is approximately 100 miles away, seiches do no represent a hazard"
which aligns with the tsunami/Pacific Ocean analogy in lines 27-29.

7

15

Map

Again, the dates between the sources and the ESRI map are confusing - the source states 2016 yet the map states
2018. Were several elements combined? If so, please explain.

7

16

15

Comment said waiting for CALFIRE. Why? Isn't it possible to look at a map of Loomis and count the number of streets
that do not have at least two Comment said waiting for CALFIRE. Why? Isn't it possible to look at a map of Loomis and
count the number of streets that do not have at least two
emergency evacuation routes?

7

16

35

Shouldn't "1O" be "100" year storm event?

7

17

3

Switch "water well" to read "well water" for ease of reading.

7

17

10

In the "Result" section for extreme heat would add the need for cooling shelters for town population.

7

21

1

In the "Result" section for wildfire would add the need for evacuation shelters for town population.

7

21

2

In the description for wildfire, would offer that wildfire threats are year round now - not just in late summer/early autumn
as currently written.

7

21

2

Would add another paragraph under this section with words to the effect sites within Loomis that contain hazardous
materials, excluding households, include school chemistry labs, swimming pools that use chlorine for disinfection, and
propane tank distributors (i.e. AmeriGas). Also, perhaps another a sentence or two discussing that since PG&E has
instituted "rolling blackouts" as a way to minimize wildfires, that more homeowners are adding generators to their
property.

7

23

12

Would add another paragraph under this section that states where the Town of Loomis residents may safely dispose
of their hazardous household products, i.e. Western Placer Waste Management (https://www.wpwma.ca.gov/).

7

23
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X

The consultant hired to prepare the Town of Loomis Housing Element is also working with Placer County to
prepare their Housing Element to share regional knowledge and approaches. RHNA cannot be met with
existing affordable housing. Please see the Goals, Policies, and Programs section for the variety of
incentives the Town has included to promote smaller, affordable housing.
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X
X

Please see the Assessment of Fair Housing beginning on page V-27 for an analysis of how the Town will
affirmatively further fair housing through the sites inventory.

X

16

(937) 474-0851

X

Please see Table 24 regarding where residential uses are permitted. Please refer to Section 13.26.040 of
the Town's Zoning Code for development standards for commercial districts.
Please see the Zoning Code for which zones allow alley loaded residential developments.

6

McMurdo2007@yahoo.com

Please see Program 9.

This is negotiated through the development agreement process.

V

7
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The Housing Element identifies examples of opportunities and resources that are available to residents,
whether or not they are provided by the Town.

76

Comment to town is confusing as line 2 on page 7 states, "There is no liquefaction Seismic Hazard Zones delineated
by...".
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X
X
X
X

V

McMurdo2007@yahoo.com

(937) 474-0851

X

The Housing Element identifies examples of opportunities and resources that are available to residents,
whether or not they are provided by the Town.

V

Map
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X
X

The staff report submitted to the Planning Commission will include this comment to include encourage LEED

2
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X
X

X
PROGRA
M8

7
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This will be considered during final formatting of the document.
The Town limits the density of residential development in these zones. Any additional regulations would be
made to the Zoning Code.
Please refer to Section 13.26.040 of the Town's Zoning Code for development standards for commercial
districts.
Code numbers included where necessary.
Please refer to the Land Use Element Parks and Recreation.
The Town is reviewing its energy efficiency programs and will amend language if needed.

72 PROGRAM 33.5 certified buildings as part of Program 21, the energy efficiency program.
This has been fixed.
76
1

The map source state "Gutierrez 2011" which is confusing when the map states 2018; recommend deleting this from
below the map or reconciling why there is a discrepancy between the years noted.
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X

This has been fixed.
The data is presented as it is reported.

59

The ESRI Imagery is dated 4/19/2018 -would it be possible to get a 2020 or 2021 image? Same comment for all of the
maps in this section.
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The data is presented as it is reported.
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This has been fixed.

54
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The chart provides additional information to the text for readers to refer to.
This has been fixed.

V
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This reference has been included on page V-7.
The Town relied on SACOG's data package that was pre-approved by HCD, confirming that the data was
compliant with requirements. Additionally, 2019 data was unavailable at the time the assessment was
completed.
This has been fixed and other tables checked.

x

X

This paragraph, and the one for PG&E on line 5 don't seem to me to · belong in the general plan. Maybe in a brochure
that the town produces about how residents can make there homes more energy efficient, but neither of these
paragraphs describe what the town itself is doing, through it's policies, to address climate change and energy
conservation. Programs 29-33 are what the town is specifically doing.
An inclusionary housing ordinance hasn't been proposed again since at least 2016, that I am aware of. It might be time
to bring this to the council again.
Maybe add another program encouraging LEED certified buildings to be built. LEED certification adds roughly 1-6%
building costs...maybe the town can offset this.
"Policies" is spelled wrong.
From previous housing element A10: Housing for low-income households that is part of a market-rate project shall not
be concentrated into a single building or portion of the site, but shall be dispersed throughout the project, to the extent
practical, given the size of the project and other constraints.
Is there an ordinance that requires "large" developments to pay for the town to hire a project manager similar to what
was done for Costco? Does that belong in the general plan or the town code?
No mention of residential on commercial property? need to place a % limit on residential development on CO and CG
zoned land.
The town needs to decide if we want to allow residential projects with alleys like the Villages proposed. and in which
residential zones those would be allowed.
I had a really good conversation with Shawna and think it'd be super duper helpful if she could share with the Housing
Element committee the work she's doing in Placer to meet the RHNA numbers and develop concrete, executable
programming goals. Couple really good pointers she shared is if we identify existing housing which meets affordable
criteria, we can include them as meeting our numbers next time. The key is restrictions so the county is figuring out
ways to create incentives for the homeowners to participate. Since there's no longer community redevelopment
funding which is how many jurisdictions produced affordable housing in the past, Shawna mentioned there's still funds
for infrastructure which can be used for in-fill and mixed use. An example would be if some of our commercial
storefronts need infrastructure improvements, we could get funding for both the improvements and put housing on
top. She said the housing portion is relatively cheap compared to the infrastructure costs. She said funding's available
through the state, feds and the MainStreet program. Last, the county's looking for ways to bring the cost of production
down on their end to incentivize developers to build smaller homes. Right now, the permitting costs are the same for a
small house and a large house so developers prefer building larger homes which they can sell for significantly more. If
the costs were lower to build smaller homes, they may be more inclined to do so. She's such a wealth of knowledge so
I hope she can be invited to speak to the committee.
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x

x
A program to include encourage duplex housing con corners of new single-family developments will be included in
the Planning Commission staff report for their consideration.
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157

x

Please see Program 12.

147
148

156

x

References are being provided as a separate section to support all Setting chapters.

x

Basemap data provided by 2018 ESRI Imagery is still accurate for the exhibits as
provided. Technical data has been updated as needed and available.
The aerial imagery used as the base map is from 2018, while the technical information
regarding geologic conditions is informed by Gutierrez 2011.

x
x

Noted and comment removed. The comment was intended to indicate agreement that there is
low potential for liquefaction.
Content added to acknowledge the distance to Lake Tahoe and the absense of a seiche
hazard.
The ESRI base map data is a separate data layer used to prepare the exhibit and provide
regional context for location; the source data from 2016 and 2020 are used to inform the data
layers being represented in this exhibit, being the Town of Loomis jurisdictional boundary and
the fire hazard severity zones.

x
x

x

This comment has been removed and Element 7, Public Health and Safety, has been updated
to address emergency access.
The text is correct as written to reflect the District's Stormwater Management Manual. Citation
added to the reference manual.
Revised shelters
text.
Cooling
are a solution to address extreme heat events, but not a consequence of the
heat on the environment and community. This topic is addressed in the draft Public Health &
Exacuation shelters are a solution to address wildfire events, but not a consequence of fire on
the environment. This topic is addressed in the draft Public Health & Safety Element.
Text added to acknowledge that the timing of wildfire events is expanding throughout more of
the year.
Household backup generators do not represent a “hazard.” The amount of chlorine used for
swimming pools is miniscule and does not represent a hazard either, the same is true for high
school chemistry labs (if high school chemistry labs actually represented a hazard the
California Department of Education would not allow them). Propane facilities only represent a
hazard if they consist of large tank farms, which are not present in Loomis. The requested text
has not been added.

The provision of waste management services is addressed in the Public Services and
Facilities Element and Western Placer Waste Management Agency is identified.

x
x
x
x

x
x

x

x
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Typo - remove the underscore between "..Placer Area and is at.."

7

24

Would recommend deleting "relatively" from this sentence based on the 2018 CA State Rail Plan
(http://libraryarchives.metro.net/DPGTL/harvested/2018- California-state-rail-plan.pdf).

7

24
16

7

Would recommend identifying the one critical facility.
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24

Would recommend adding a legend to identify the critical facilities noted by the red squares.

7

25

Map

If not discussed elsewhere in the General Plan would offer that a subsection entitled, "Cybersecurity" be
added/discussed. Is the Town of Loomis linked to other Public Health/Safety entities that computer contact is essential
for the smooth operation(s)? Is there a back-up Plan Bin the case of a cyber-attack? Or, is the concern moot and
should just be noted as the Military Facilities was above?

7

26

6

If not discussed elsewhere in the General Plan would offer that a subsection entitled, "Handicapped" be added to
discuss handicap parking signs/asphalt demarcations are clearly visible; safe access/egress points exist for those in
wheelchairs (both powered and portable) from public buildings, and what accommodations are available in the event an
emergency shelter is necessary to house these individuals and their respective families. What is the Town doing for
those that are either hearing or visually impaired?

7

26

6

If not discussed elsewhere in the General Plan would offer that a subsection entitled, "Tribal Connections" be added
since the new United Auburn Indian Community's new Tribal School & Cultural Center located next to Del Oro is
supposed to be operational this summer (if I remember correctly). How is the Town going to interact with this Federal
entity with regard to Public Health, Safety and Noise? What are the Memorandums of Agreement/Understanding/etc?
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26
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x

No change made. Safety considerations pertaining to rail and local interstate transport are still
accounted for in this Setting and the General Plan Update.

x

Text added to note that this facility is a school.

x

Legend is included, identifying the red squares as indicative of critical facilities.

x

The Town does not have much of a role here other than cooperating with State and federal
agencies overseeing cybersecurity hardening and resilience. However, it is globally covered
by the a draft policy for consideration in Element 7, Public Health and Safety, for the Town to
collaborate with the appropriate providers for the integrity of essential services.

x

This is addressed in the Local Hazard Mitigation Plan, which is incorporated by reference into
this General Plan Update.

x
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Revised.
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Yes, the Placer County Environmental Health Services Division is the designated CUPA for the county and the Town
of Loomis (https://www.placer.ca.gov/3164/Hazardous-Materials).

7

30

22

7
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15
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One possible source may be the Placer County Sustainability Plan, Admin Draft Oct 2018, Vulnerability Assessment
Report which discusses climate changes impact (https://www.placer.ca.gov/DocumentCenterNiew/38338/PCSPVulnerability-Assessment-10-30-18).
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Typo - remove the underscore at the end of this sentence.

7

32

9

This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.

x

Noted and comment removed.
Thank you. The 2021 update to the Placer County Local Hazard Mitigation Plan is also
underway and has been referenced. The Town of Loomis is a participating jurisdiction in this
process.

x

Typo revised.

x

x

We are home owners at 3561 Bankhead Road in Loomis. While the original intent of the Land Use Zoning was to
assist with the development and retention of agricultural uses and low-density residential use, the needs of the home
owners in this area has evolved.
The current zoning map is complicated and disjointed. The lines that had been drawn to designate "Residential estate"
properties now show numerous properties that are no longer in the 2.3 acre guidelines.
Our property is currently approximately 3,6 acres. We love our home, but would like to sell about an acre at the far end
of our land to a neighbor who would like to purchase it. We maintain most of our property, but this back area we
consider habitat. We are asking that the properties surrounding Bankhead, King and Saunders be rezoned for 1 acre
parcels. Or at least consider the 2 properties involved in this situation; ours at 3561 Bankhead Rd. and the Williams
property at 5150 King Road.
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2/24/2021 Steve and Mary Davis

3561 Bankhead Rd Loomis,
CA 95650

Y

sama72@att.net

We appreciate your consideration in this matter which would benefit 2 Loomis families!

-

-

-

This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.

x

Land Use

-

-

This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.

x

While the original intent of the Land Use Zooning was to assist with the development and retention of agricultural
uses and low-density residential uses, the needs of these parcels has evolved. Families have become creative in their
uses to construct larger dwellings to support extended families. [this is not a bad thing, but one that cradles Loomis
ideals of creating a space for our families to grow. While not a zoning expert, it is difficult to understand the property
lines on the zoning map. The lines designated as Residential Estate (RE) appear to demonstrate numerous parcels
that are not within the required 2.3 acres. No doubt these families have created land use that meets the needed f their
family while also growing small gardens and grazing livestock. We live on one such parcel and a r neighbor desires to
sell us part of his parcel. The land has become too much for this homeowner to maintain but they desire to remain in
our community and in their home. As we age, we too desire to rJ main in our home but would like our family to build on
our lands so that we to can remain in Loomis a1nd in our home. However, what both families really desire is the ability
to sell an acre to my family member so that she may construct a home on one acre .
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2/24/2021 Van and Linda Williams

5150 King Road Loomis,
CA 95650

We are surround by rural residential (RE) designation. We are asking that the properties surrounding I Bankhead,
Kind Road, and Sanders be rezoned as RE. Please consider extending the RE designation to suppcirt the needs of
the land downers. If this is not acceptable then we ask that you rezone the parcels with an address of 5150 King Road
and 3561Bankhead.
While this is an assumption, and would need further research or surveys, many landowner rs are having difficulties
maintaining their properties. We walk the 2-mile block routinely and see how dur ageing neighbors are trying to
maintain their lands. Having the ability to sell an acre could assist hem with remaining in their community and help
others with home ownership. It would allow a choice for current homeowners that they currently do not have.

Y

916-225-4668

vanandlinda@att.net
We had not heard back from the Town-related to our request for designation. If the NE corner of the Sister's property
is designated PI, as previously requested, will the school district be later required to request a rezone at the time
they want to place a school on the site? What specific zoning designation will be provided to the NE corner as a result
of the current GP update? Please let me know right away, by responding to this email, because the District and/or the
Sisters will need to meet with you to ensure a rezone for the District. The School District and representatives of the
Sisters would like to meet at soon as possible. We have preliminary designs ready and would suggest a pr edevelopment meeting with the Town. Itwould be very helpful if your roads engineer and Sean could participate in the
meeting.

Brigit Barnes
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2/25/2021
3/5/2021 Bret Gervasoni

3262 Penryn Road Suite
200 Loomis, CA 95650

Y

916-660-9555

bsbarnes@landlawbybarnes.com

925-719-1231

gervo3@yahoo.com>
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3/16/2021 David Ring

0david.m.ring0@gmail.com
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3/16/2021 David Ring

0david.m.ring0@gmail.com
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3/16/2021 David Ring

0david.m.ring0@gmail.com
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3/16/2021 David Ring
3/16/2021 David Ring

0david.m.ring0@gmail.com
0david.m.ring0@gmail.com
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3/16/2021 David Ring

0david.m.ring0@gmail.com
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3/16/2021 David Ring

0david.m.ring0@gmail.com
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3/16/2021 David Ring

0david.m.ring0@gmail.com
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3/16/2021 David Ring

0david.m.ring0@gmail.com
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3/16/2021 David Ring
3/16/2021 David Ring

0david.m.ring0@gmail.com
0david.m.ring0@gmail.com
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3/16/2021 David Ring
3/16/2021 David Ring

0david.m.ring0@gmail.com
0david.m.ring0@gmail.com
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3/16/2021 David Ring
3/16/2021 David Ring

0david.m.ring0@gmail.com
0david.m.ring0@gmail.com

Land Use
Would like a rezone and attached/referenced the zoning Code pages 41-50.
As far as I am aware, there is no such thing as sound pressure energy. If you want this statement to be accurate, you
should say, “The decibel scale increases as the logarithm of the square of the difference in sound pressure relative to
the ambient atmospheric pressure.” But I think that the whole point of the paragraph will stay the same if you just
remove the sentence “The decibel scale increases as the square of the change in sound pressure energy.”
The word “noise” in this paragraph should probably be changed to “sound”, because it applies to all sounds, and not
just the unwanted sounds that noise was defined to be.
This statement is not accurate; “The decibel level of a sound decreases exponentially as the distance from that
source of the sound increases.” You could say “The intensity level of a sound decreases quadratically as the distance
from that source of the sound increases.” or you could say, “The decibel level of a sound decreases linearly as the
square of the distance from that sound increases.” But you can get your point across just as well by saying, “The
sound level decreases quickly as the distance from the source increases.”
It might be helpful to say somewhere that both OSHA and the WHO say that exposure to over 85 dB for sustained
periods of time (8 hours per day) can result in permanent hearing loss. Although, it looks like something similar is
stated on page 15, line 19.
In table 1, under Common Indoor Activities at 50 dBA, I think you mean “Dishwasher in Next Room”
The document source that this table comes from is FULL of great information about sound levels. It is way to in depth
for the General Plan update, but it might be useful to mention this document at the end of the “Overview of Noise &
Sound Measurement” section for the interested reader.
You might want to mention that the community noise survey was conducted in the middle of a pandemic when the
ambient noise levels were likely lower than normal levels. They were also measured in the summer when school wasn’t
in session (which wouldn’t have mattered in 2020 because of the pandemic).
During the committee meeting, Matthew Gerken asked about whether we need to address the local effects of climate
change in the Loomis’ general plan. Climate change is such a large and wide range phenomenon, I’m not sure that
Loomis is a large enough area to contribute any meaningful data. This is probably something that should be brought up
by the Town representatives to SACOG and Placer County. However, if neither of those organizations have tried or
are willing to study the various local effects like the heat island effect of towns and cities, then I would be willing to let
Loomis lead the way on this.
I would be interested in seeing how crime has changed from 2010 or so since the population hasn't change much
since then.
On the CAL FIRE website, it says that the CAL FIRE is the California Dept of Forestry and Fire Protection. Maybe the
sentence should read "The California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection (CAL FIRE) also provides fire
protection services ..."
I thought the SPFD still had a mutual aid agreement with Rocklin.
Is there a map showing where there are fire hydrants? or maybe what percentage of Loomis has fire hydrants, and
what percentage doesn't?
change to "Currently, *any* new development..."
Do these fees apply to areas in SPFD, but outside of town limits too? or are these fees that Loomis has set up itself?
are there other fees that developments have to pay in town? I ask because, those fees should be in an ordinance
somewhere else in the Town code, and should probably be referenced here.
see comment above, should be "California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection (CAL FIRE)"

-

-

As our General Plan Update is currently launching, the rezone to Pl, as previously requested, will be
considered through the committee. The Public Institutional (Pl) general plan designation, once approved by
the Council, will then be updated in the General Plan Land Use Designation and further updated in the
Zoning Designation. The General Plan Update Land Use Committee will commence the first week in April
2021. In the event approval through the General Plari Update process is not achieved, then the applicants
will have to make a formal application for a General Plan Amendment/Rezone of the property. We would be
happy to conduct a pre-development meeting with you (socially distanced of course) at a time/date
agreeable to all. Our Town Engineer, Merrill Buck (included in this email) can be included in the discussion
via: Townenginner @l oomis.ca.gov
This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.

Land Use

x
x

Noise

1

23

Comment noted and text revised.

x

Noise

1

29

Revised.

x

Noise

1

34

Text removed.

x

Noise
Noise

1
2

42
2

Discussion regarding hearing loss has been added, specifically referencing the United States Environmental
Protection Agency (EPA) determination on this topic.
Typo corrrected.

x
x
x
x

Noise

2

3

Should readers be interested in more detailed information from this document, it will be included as part of
the adminstrative record for the Environmental Impact Report for this General Plan Update.

Noise

10

6

Text has been added to acknowledge this point and explain the potential effect this may have on measured
sound levels.

Thank you. Yes, there are great regional resources, bothe from Placer County and the
Sacramento Valley region, that are useful in informing considerations of hazard risks
associated with climate change and opportunities for adaptation and resiliency planning for the
Town of Loomis in this General Plan Update. The Town's intent to collaborate is expressed in
draft policy in the Public Health & Safety Element.

Safety

x

PSF

1

23

This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.

x

PSF
PSF

2
2

7
13

Corrected
They do, but the text has to be revised to reflect the fire district changes

x
x

PSF
PSF

2
3

44
16

A map with hydrants and PCWA lines has been added to the Setting Figure 5-2
Redundant, applies to new development

x
x

PSF
PSF

3
4

19
25

They apply to all developments within the SFPD service area
Corrected

x
x

210
211
212
213

214
215

3/16/2021
3/16/2021
3/16/2021
3/16/2021

David Ring
David Ring
David Ring
David Ring

3/16/2021 David Ring
3/16/2021 David Ring

0david.m.ring0@gmail.com
0david.m.ring0@gmail.com
0david.m.ring0@gmail.com
0david.m.ring0@gmail.com

I don't know that all of those specifics are necessary. I would say something like: "In 2018, PUHSD passed a general
obligation bond (Measure D), which provides $40 million to address facilities needs at Del Oro High School. This fund
provides 34 new classrooms as well as modernization, renovations, and upgrades to several aging classrooms and
facilities. This bond will be paid off through an additional property tax of $27 per $100,000 of assessed value through
2050."
strike Auburn.
What is mgd? I think it is million gallons per day, but it should probably be defined.
Sprint and T-Mobile merged in 2020.

PSF
PSF
PSF
PSF

6
6
10
15

16
28
20
7

Corrected
This should not be struck
Million Gallons per Day. Previously defined on page 7
We will note this in the text

x
x
x
x

0david.m.ring0@gmail.com
0david.m.ring0@gmail.com

Currently, the FCC defines broadband internet speeds to be 25 Mbps download and 3 Mbps upload (25/3), though
these are likely to change when the new FCC chairman is appointed by the Biden administration. According to
"https://go.usa.gov/xs7dY" which is the FCC website: Roughly 97% of Loomis has access to at least one non-wireless
or satellite internet provide rat 25/3 speeds. However, 46% of Loomis has access to only one non-wireless or satellite
internet providers, while 51% have access to two non-wireless or satellite internet providers. Of those two choices, it
is either AT&T with DSL or Wave with cable. While there are several wireless and satellite service providers, their
services are usually much more expensive than wired services like DSL, fiber, or cable, I would not say that Loomis
residents have a lot of choice when it comes to internet.
I am fairly certain that you mean megabits per second.

PSF
PSF

15
15

11
14

Updated
Megabits is correct

x
x
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3/17/2021 David Ring

Committee meeting

Noise analysis was done during COVID year, will the results be accurate

Noise

Yes, the results are still applicable to the analysis and informative of the updated General Plan policies and
implementation measures. Content has been added to the Noise setting section of Volume III to
acknowledge this point and explain the potential effect this may have on measured sound levels.

217

3/17/2021 Carolyn Macola

Committee meeting

questions on the standard, general standards, snapshot of ambient noise, noise stabilization and the rationalization for 24 hr
noise and how Major traffic and Railroad noise., AB 379 and the climate change requirements.

Noise

Climate change, adaptation, and resilience is addressed in the draft Public Health & Safety
Element.

218

3/17/2021 Melissa Netzal

Committee meeting

voiced concern over the traffic at Franklin School.

Circulation

This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.
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3/17/2021 Linda Kelly
3/17/2021 Roger Smith

asked about the horns at Railroad crossings.
asked for acronym descriptions

Noise
Noise

221

3/18/2021 Gary Liss

222

3/18/2021 Gary Liss

223

3/18/2021 Russ Kelley

224

225

226

227

Committee meeting
Committee meeting
916-652-7850
Cell:916-335-1637

Does the Residential Overlay for Turtle Island area contradict the initiative language Jean Wilson referenced at
gary@garyliss.com

916-652-7850
Cell:916-335-1637

Another option to consider for the Turtle Island area would be something like the Ranchotel Horse Center in Vacaville,
particularly in the area east of Horseshoe Bar Road. There could be a horse trail from there along Secret Ravine
Creek towards King Road to the Loomis Basin Park, and the Horse Arena maintained there by the Loomis Basin
Horsemen's Association (LBHA) . LLBHA has highlighted that there are more horse owners in this area than most
places in the
gary@garyliss.com
U.S. LBHA attracts people to their horse shows from all over the region, who may want to stay over. Other horse
owners travel along 1-80 to other horse shows, and may find having a Ranchotel style property would be convenient.
That could also be combined with another hotel to provide multiple hotel options for the different needs mentioned on
today's call.

today's Committee meeting?

ruskly56@gmail.com

3/18/2021 Russ Kelley

ruskly56@gmail.com

3/18/2021 Russ Kelley

ruskly56@gmail.com

3/18/2021 Russ Kelley

ruskly56@gmail.com

3/18/2021 Russ Kelley

ruskly56@gmail.com

Comment form document is not in word and can't convert. Please let me know how.
This would come under local flood control or evacuation Three places the road floods and are impassible during
local flooding are; 1.Horshoebar to the left of the three way stop
2.Barton Road about 400 feet from Brace road
3.Barton Road just past the entrance to the golf course
Somewhere it needs to be identified that Placer Mosquito and Vector Control (County Special District) needs to
be identified (see their web site for the goal mission etc. They work in coordination with Placer County Health
Department which is not Listed anywhere. 1.Serpentine sometimes imported as a road base has asbestos
content
2.Didn't find information on the pipeline or the fiber optic communications along the track bed.

3/18/2021 Russ Kelley

Land Use

-

-

Land Use

-

-

General

This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.
This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.

Public Health
& Safety V2030421

Flooding and emergency preparedness and response are addressed in the Public Health and
Safety and Noise Element and, more specifically, in the Placer County Local Hazard Mitigation
Plan. The Volume III Public Health and Safety General Plan setting identifies known areas of
localized flooding, including areas around culverts and bridge crossings.

x

Public Health
& Safety V2030421

Reference to the Placer Mosquito and Vector Control has been added to the Safety and Noise
setting section of Volume III. In addition, content regarding the fuel pipeline that parallels the
railroad alignment has been added to this setting section. Volume III Public Health and Safety
includes a discussion of asbestos.

x

Public Health
& Safety V2030421

Fire risk and defensible space is addressed in the Public Health & Safety Element, including
coordination with the prevailing fire districts and fire prevention programs to reduce fire
hazards. Defensible space requirements are also included in State law, and in particular within
Public Resources Code Section 4291, as noted in Volume III Public Health and Safety. The
South Placer Fire District has general requirements for homes and home sites, as well, that
address signage, driveways, access roads, grades, sprinkler systems, fire water pressure,
and related topics. https://www.southplacerfire.org/wp-content/uploads/Appendix-CResidential-Civil-and-Building-Site.pdf

x

Public Health
& Safety V2030421

Thank you. This is noted.

x

Public Health
& Safety V2030421

Thank you. This is noted.

x

Public Health
& Safety V2030421

Generally, specific standards would be the purview of implementing documents or topicspecific plans.

x

ruskly56@gmail.com

3/18/2021 Russ Kelley
3/19/2021
Miguel Ucovich

ruskly56@gmail.com
Is there a conflict between the general plan and zoning ordinance?

232

General
3/20/2021 Carolyn Macola

3025 Taylor Road, Loomis,
CA 95650
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3/20/2021 Carolyn Macola

3025 Taylor Road, Loomis,
CA 95650
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3/20/2021 Carolyn Macola

236

3/20/2021 Carolyn Macola

3025 Taylor Road, Loomis,
CA 95650
3025 Taylor Road, Loomis,
CA 95650
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3/20/2021 Carolyn Macola

238

233

(937) 474-0851

McMurdo2007@yahoo.com

If not available elsewhere in the General Plan, would offer that hyper-links to the noted source documents be provided
either immediately after the document is mentioned or in an appendix.

(937) 474-0851

McMurdo2007@yahoo.com

(937) 474-0851

McMurdo2007@yahoo.com

(937) 474-0851

McMurdo2007@yahoo.com

If not available elsewhere in the General Plan, would include an appendix of acronyms, i.e. UPRR represents Union
Pacific Railroad.

3025 Taylor Road, Loomis,
CA 95650

(937) 474-0851

McMurdo2007@yahoo.com

3/20/2021 Carolyn Macola

3025 Taylor Road, Loomis,
CA 95650

(937) 474-0851

McMurdo2007@yahoo.com
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3/20/2021 Carolyn Macola

3025 Taylor Road, Loomis,
CA 95650

(937) 474-0851

McMurdo2007@yahoo.com

As noted during the Wed, Mar 17th, 6:00 p.m. meeting there is no table/appendix defining what the various dBA, dB,
mean SEL, average SEL, etc. measurements mean. Recommending adding such a table or an appendix.
Switch "State and Federal" to "Federal and State" for ease of reading especially when the next subparagraph is
entitled Local Standards. Also, then aligns with the sequence of Federal, State, Local regulatory settings starting on
page 15.
California Department of Health, Office of Noise Control does not appear to exist anymore since the CA Department
of Health Services split into CA Department of Public Health & the CA Department of Healthcare Services. Would
offer that the CA regulation itself be substituted instead, i.e. "...CA Government Code §65302(f) provides noise
compatibility guidelines for..."

240

3/20/2021 Carolyn Macola

(937) 474-0851

McMurdo2007@yahoo.com

This last sentence does not segue with Figure 7-1 on Page 3. There should be a laundry list of pertinent federal and
state noise guidelines versus the current Figure 7-1 highlighting noise land use compatibility standards.
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3/20/2021 Carolyn Macola

(937) 474-0851

McMurdo2007@yahoo.com

242

3/20/2021 Carolyn Macola

(937) 474-0851

McMurdo2007@yahoo.com
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3/20/2021 Carolyn Macola

244

3/20/2021 Carolyn Macola
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3/20/2021 Carolyn Macola
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3/20/2021 Carolyn Macola
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3/20/2021 Carolyn Macola
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3/20/2021 Carolyn Macola
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3/20/2021 Carolyn Macola
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3/20/2021 Carolyn Macola

3025 Taylor Road, Loomis,
CA 95650
3025 Taylor Road, Loomis,
CA 95650
3025 Taylor Road, Loomis,
CA 95650
3025 Taylor Road, Loomis,
CA 95650
3025 Taylor Road, Loomis,
CA 95650
3025 Taylor Road, Loomis,
CA 95650
3025 Taylor Road, Loomis,
CA 95650

Please provide a source document for this Figure.
Insert Sub Paragraph Title of "Noise Insulation Standards" as this paragraph jumps from Figure 7-1 right into
insulation as the main noise reducing tool.

-

-

Overall

As noted during the Wed, Mar 17th, 6:00 p.m. meeting there is no mention of these noise samples taken during
COVID, i.e. restricted movement implies less noise sources. Recommend inserting words to that effect.
Noise
Why weren't the noise samples representative of the Town of Loomis' boundaries, i.e. four at the N,W, S, E boundary
limits of the town (as a baseline background samples) to document the tranquility of rural life that Loomis advocates for
future planning purposes and sampling done during the known noise periods such as traffic patterns near any school
when either starting or finishing the day?
Noise

3025 Taylor Road, Loomis,
CA 95650
3025 Taylor Road, Loomis,
CA 95650
3025 Taylor Road, Loomis,
CA 95650
3025 Taylor Road, Loomis,
CA 95650

x

Federal Rail Admin. ??????

Ordnance to adapt fire ladder clearances to support County and Fire Special District concerns (use theirs) as it
supports enforcement options.

231

x

Public Health
& Safety V2030421

ruskly56@gmail.com

3/18/2021 Russ Kelley

x

Critical Facilities Circulation access when there is a train (especially Fire Department and ambulance.

Sometimes the Fire District might adopt a more restrictive code than county or state agencies.

230

The overlay does not apply to Turtle Island, but to the Village

Thank you. Yes, a policy and implemetnation measure has been added to the Public Health
and Safety and Noise Element to address the case of emergency involving the railroad or
access across the railroad.
It is unclear what this comment may be communicating, but the Federal Railroad
Administration is mentioned in the draft Public Health and Safety and Noise Element in relation
to establishing a quiet zone, and policy and implementation measures have also been added
to address safety related to railroad operations.

ruskly56@gmail.com

3/18/2021 Russ Kelley

x
x

There is a glossary of terms in Volume II

Public Health
& Safety V2030421

Permits are accessible online and are not signed anymore.

229

x
x

This is addressed in the draft Public Health and Safety and Noise Element. A policy and
implementation measures have been added to this Element to address this topic.

Placer County has a new ordinance on defensible space and if not done can fine/ or cleanup and charge the property
owner. We might need to adopt their ordinance or code enforcement verbiage.

228

x

x

x

There are instances in the Town of Loomis where the zoning designation is inconsistent/non-compliant with
the Land Use Designation. State law requires the zoning designation to be consistent with/in compliance
with the Land Use Designation. An inconsistent/non compliant zoning designation shall/will not be used to
evaluate a project.

x

A references setion is being compiled for the Volume III Setting

x

Content added to detail the timing of the noise survey.

x

It is not industry practice to collect noise samples in this manner. Sample sites were collected to quantify
major noise sources to the degree feasbile, while also doucmenting noise levels in quieter areas as well.

x

Overall

Acronynms can be found in the Glossary in Volume II, UPRR and other terms in the Noise setting can be
added.

Noise

Acronynms can be found in the Glossary in Volume II,

x
x

7

2

16

Text revised.

7

2

17

Text has been revised.

x

7

2

15

The figure is referenced at the start of the last paragraph, while the sentence refers to the other
subsections of text to follow. This will be addressed for clarity during final formatting of the document.

7

3

Figure

Thank you. The Safety-related figures all have sources noted.

x

7

4

1

This section is a subsection that relates to the overall Noise Compatibility Standards section on the previous
page. This will be addressed for clarity in the final formatting.

x
x

x
x

(937) 474-0851

McMurdo2007@yahoo.com

Where in the General Plan does it specifically state that Loomis's current noise element are 65 dbA and 45 dBA?

7

4

26

The current noise standards are provided in text on page VIII-18 and in Table 8-3 of Element V, Public
Health and Safety, of the current 2001 General Plan.

(937) 474-0851

McMurdo2007@yahoo.com

7

4

26

The current noise compatibility standards, as provided in CA Government Code S65302(f), are provided on
page 7-29 and Figure 7-8 of the Draft Volume III Section 7, Public Health and Safety and Noise Element.
The state guidelines allow residential to be conditionally capatible to 70 dBA Ldn.

x

(937) 474-0851

McMurdo2007@yahoo.com

7

4

36

Appendix data provides noise modeling inputs and results. FHWA RD-77-108 Methodology
used is clearly indicated in text.

x

(937) 474-0851

McMurdo2007@yahoo.com

What are the State Guidelines? How less stringent is Loomis's compared to the State?
Are the measurements coming from Caltran's document? If so, recommend clearly stating that fact. If not, where is
the data that supports the methodology and adding it as an appendix.
Again, there is no Office of Noise Control per se. The only reference I could find was the 1976 edition of the Noise
Element Guidelines prepared by the CA Department of Health Services - are these the modeling methods the report is
referring to?

7

4

39

Reference to theOffice of Noise Control has been removed.

x

(937) 474-0851

McMurdo2007@yahoo.com

Shouldn't Figure 7-2 be listed directly under this paragraph versus pn Page 9 for ease of reading?

7

5

8

As the Figure is sized for a whole page, it some at the next whole page. However, placement will be
considered in final formatting of the final Element.

x

The traffic noise modeling is based upon roadway traffic volumes, speed, and truck mixes.
The 10 ambient noise reading sites are not used in the prediction of traffic noise levels or
contours presented in Figure 7-2.

x

(937) 474-0851

McMurdo2007@yahoo.com

How can the Figure 7-2 numbers be based on average annual conditions when only 10 data points were taken during
July 2020? Would offer more explanation needed to describe data collection methods.

7

5

8

(937) 474-0851

McMurdo2007@yahoo.com

What are the correction factors? What is the source document for those correction factors?

7

5

14

(937) 474-0851

McMurdo2007@yahoo.com

What is the source document being used to determine the roadways measurements as applied to the Town?

7

5

19

This is a reference to an old table that has been removed. This text has been removed.
Appendix data provides noise modeling inputs and results. FHWA RD-77-108 Methodology
used is clearly indicated in text.

x
x

251

3/20/2021 Carolyn Macola

252

3/20/2021 Carolyn Macola

253

3/20/2021 Carolyn Macola

254

3/20/2021 Carolyn Macola

255

3/20/2021 Carolyn Macola

256

3/20/2021 Carolyn Macola

257

3/20/2021 Carolyn Macola

258

3/20/2021 Carolyn Macola

259

3/20/2021 Carolyn Macola

260

3/20/2021 Carolyn Macola

261

3/20/2021 Carolyn Macola

262

3/20/2021 Carolyn Macola

263

3/20/2021 Carolyn Macola

264

3/20/2021 Carolyn Macola

265

3/20/2021 Carolyn Macola

3025 Taylor Road, Loomis,
CA 95650
3025 Taylor Road, Loomis,
CA 95650
3025 Taylor Road, Loomis,
CA 95650
3025 Taylor Road, Loomis,
CA 95650

3025 Taylor Road, Loomis,
CA 95650
3025 Taylor Road, Loomis,
CA 95650

3025 Taylor Road, Loomis,
CA 95650
3025 Taylor Road, Loomis,
CA 95650

3025 Taylor Road, Loomis,
CA 95650
3025 Taylor Road, Loomis,
CA 95650
3025 Taylor Road, Loomis,
CA 95650
3025 Taylor Road, Loomis,
CA 95650

266

3/20/2021 Carolyn Macola

267

3/20/2021 Carolyn Macola

268

3/20/2021 Carolyn Macola

269

3/20/2021 Carolyn Macola

3025 Taylor Road, Loomis,
CA 95650
3025 Taylor Road, Loomis,
CA 95650
3025 Taylor Road, Loomis,
CA 95650
3025 Taylor Road, Loomis,
CA 95650
3025 Taylor Road, Loomis,
CA 95650
3025 Taylor Road, Loomis,
CA 95650
3025 Taylor Road, Loomis,
CA 95650

3/20/2021 Carolyn Macola

3025 Taylor Road, Loomis,
CA 95650

270

271

3/20/2021 Carolyn Macola

272

3/20/2021 Carolyn Macola

273

3/20/2021 Carolyn Macola

274

3/20/2021 Carolyn Macola

275

3/20/2021 Carolyn Macola

276

3/20/2021 Carolyn Macola

277

3/20/2021 Carolyn Macola

278

3/20/2021 Carolyn Macola

279

3/20/2021 Carolyn Macola

280

3/20/2021 Carolyn Macola

281

3/20/2021 Carolyn Macola

282

3/20/2021 Carolyn Macola

283

3/20/2021 Carolyn Macola

284

3/20/2021 Carolyn Macola

285

3/20/2021 Carolyn Macola

286

3/20/2021 Carolyn Macola

287

3/20/2021 Carolyn Macola

288

3/20/2021 Carolyn Macola

289

3/20/2021 Carolyn Macola

290

3/20/2021 Carolyn Macola

291

3/20/2021 Carolyn Macola

292

3/20/2021 Carolyn Macola

293

3/20/2021 Carolyn Macola

294

3/20/2021 Carolyn Macola
3/20/2021
Miguel Ucovich

3025 Taylor Road, Loomis,
CA 95650
3025 Taylor Road, Loomis,
CA 95650
3025 Taylor Road, Loomis,
CA 95650
3025 Taylor Road, Loomis,
CA 95650
3025 Taylor Road, Loomis,
CA 95650
3025 Taylor Road, Loomis,
CA 95650
3025 Taylor Road, Loomis,
CA 95650
3025 Taylor Road, Loomis,
CA 95650
3025 Taylor Road, Loomis,
CA 95650
3025 Taylor Road, Loomis,
CA 95650
3025 Taylor Road, Loomis,
CA 95650
3025 Taylor Road, Loomis,
CA 95650
3025 Taylor Road, Loomis,
CA 95650
3025 Taylor Road, Loomis,
CA 95650
3025 Taylor Road, Loomis,
CA 95650
3025 Taylor Road, Loomis,
CA 95650
3025 Taylor Road, Loomis,
CA 95650
3025 Taylor Road, Loomis,
CA 95650
3025 Taylor Road, Loomis,
CA 95650
3025 Taylor Road, Loomis,
CA 95650
3025 Taylor Road, Loomis,
CA 95650
3025 Taylor Road, Loomis,
CA 95650
3025 Taylor Road, Loomis,
CA 95650
3025 Taylor Road, Loomis,
CA 95650

(937) 474-0851

McMurdo2007@yahoo.com

5

Figure 7-2

7

5

Figure 7-2

Figure 7-2 shows modeled traffic noise levels, not measurements.
Measured data is provdied in the appendices to the setting document. GPS locaitons are
provided in the appendices.

x

McMurdo2007@yahoo.com

What date and time were these respective measurements taken?
What are the dBA measurements? Would offer the GPS coordinates be included for future planning/development
purposes (aka baseline data).

7

(937) 474-0851
(937) 474-0851

McMurdo2007@yahoo.com

Which traffic volumes from CALTRANS were used? Hopefully, these volumes were updated from 1998 to 2020?

7

6

1

Yes, the traffic volume data used to inform noise modeling was updated for this General Plan Update.

x

(937) 474-0851

McMurdo2007@yahoo.com

Shouldn't the table read, "Table 7-3", and not "Table 3" for consistency?

7

7

1

Thank you. Table numbering has been updated.

x

(937) 474-0851

McMurdo2007@yahoo.com

What does this table add to the discussion? Were these noise adjustments already added to Figure 7-2 or need to be
added to Figure 7-2 or something else? Or, is this table referred to on Page 5, line 14?

7

7

Table

The noise adjustment table is a legacy table that has been removed.

x

(937) 474-0851

McMurdo2007@yahoo.com

Insert "UPRR" after this sub-paragraph heading as the acronym is used on page 11, Table 6.

7

7

5

Updated.

x

(937) 474-0851

McMurdo2007@yahoo.com

Would add words to the effect that the western branch of the Transcontinental Railroad, the Central Pacific, laid tracks
to the center of Loomis on May 21, 1864. These tracks carried carloads of Loomis fruit throughout the United States
for nearly 100 years.

7

7

7

While the history of the railroad is important information, it is not relevant to the noise conditions and this text
has not been added to the noise setting of Volume III of this General Plan Update.

x

(937) 474-0851

McMurdo2007@yahoo.com

What is meant by average SEL?

7

7

15

Sound Exposure Level is defined the setting document Appendix.

x

(937) 474-0851

McMurdo2007@yahoo.com

Is there a table missing for these SEL measurements? What was the SEL from the westbound train with no warning
horn? What was the SEL for the eastbound train with a warning a horn? Or, is the assumption that the westbound and
eastbound trains will have the same measurements both with and without horns? If so, please state. Were these
measurements taken while freight trains were passing by or were they passenger (Amtrak) trains?

7

7

16

Freight train SEL values were added.

x

(937) 474-0851

McMurdo2007@yahoo.com

Would recommend an appendix with this raw data be attached, to the reader, if interested, could see what time of day
this data was collected, with what noise measuring instrument, etc.

7

7

16

x

(937) 474-0851

McMurdo2007@yahoo.com

Why were measurements for passenger lines not taken?

7

7

19

(937) 474-0851

McMurdo2007@yahoo.com

What was the timeframe which the 17 trains were observed? i.e. 10:00 a.m. through 2:00 p.m.?

7

7

19

(937) 474-0851

McMurdo2007@yahoo.com

How do you know this is true? Where is the data to support that passenger trains do not contribute to overall noise
levels? The deleted lines from 20/21 above would indicate 94dB which is noisy.

7

7

32

Appendix data provides the noise measurement results at each noise monitoring site.
Passenger trains are included in the noise measurmeent data shown in the noise setting
appendices. However, the are short in duration and do not substantillay contrribute to the total
day/night average (Ldn) noise levels.
During a continuous 24-hour period trains were observed to occur randomnly throughout the
day and night.
The SEL's for Amtrak, which were previously noted as 94 dBA are substantially less frequent
than frieght trains and do not occur during nightime hours, so they do not add substantially to
the total day/night average (Ldn) noise level.

(937) 474-0851

McMurdo2007@yahoo.com

7

39

Industry standard equation.

x

(937) 474-0851

McMurdo2007@yahoo.com

What is the source document for this formula?
7
This formula states one needs the mean SEL while only the average SEL is noted in line 15. What is the mean SEL for
this formula's calculation?
7

7

40

In this case, the terms "mean" and "average" are used interchangeably.

x

(937) 474-0851

McMurdo2007@yahoo.com

Based on line 27, does the average of 15 trains represents the day trains, the evening trains, the nighttime trains or all
for purposes of this formula?

7

7

40

Reprsents all trains with even distribution during day and night periods.

x

(937) 474-0851

McMurdo2007@yahoo.com

Typo. "10 m" should read "10 p.m.", yes?

7

7

41

Yes, typo has been fixed.

x

(937) 474-0851

McMurdo2007@yahoo.com

Would reword to the effect that 49.4 is a constant which represents ten times...

7

7

41

Text has been revised.

x

(937) 474-0851

McMurdo2007@yahoo.com

Where is Table 7-4?

7

8

1

x

(937) 474-0851

McMurdo2007@yahoo.com

Why are traffic counts important in the formula on Page 7, line 39?

7

9

4

Table numbering has been updated throughout the section.
This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.

x

x

x
x

x

x

(937) 474-0851

McMurdo2007@yahoo.com

Why were the Amtrak trains excluded from the measurements? I would offer that documented Amtrak noise
measurements provide a baseline measurement for future land use planning/development.

7

10

Table 7-4

Passenger trains are included in the noise measurmeent data shown in the noise setting
appendices. However, the are short in duration and do not substantillay contrribute to the total
day/night average (Ldn) noise levels along the railroad lines.

(937) 474-0851

McMurdo2007@yahoo.com

What is the source document(s) used for conducting the Community Noise Survey?

7

10

6

There is no source document.This is industry standard practice.

x

(937) 474-0851

McMurdo2007@yahoo.com

Typo. "Figure 3" should read "Figure 7-3", yes?

7

10

14

Table numbering has been updated throughout the section.

x

15

Any appendices that will support Volume III of the General Plan Update will be named and included during the
final editing process.

x
x

(937) 474-0851

McMurdo2007@yahoo.com

Mentions an Appendix B which was not part of the document download unless it's a work in progress?

7

10

(937) 474-0851

McMurdo2007@yahoo.com

Typo. Shouldn't Appendix B read Appendix A as this is the first time an appendix is mentioned in the document?

7

10

15

Any appendices that will support Volume III of the General Plan Update will be named during the final editing
process and will reflect the order presented in the whole of Volume III.

(937) 474-0851

McMurdo2007@yahoo.com

Would add words to the effect of why the six sites were chosen, why the month of July (when school is not in session)
was chosen to conduct the testing, why the four sites for 24 hour monitoring were chosen also. Were these believed
to be representative samples? or some other criteria?

7

10

15

Sample sites were collected to quantify major noise sources to the degree feasbile, while also
doucmenting noise levels in quieter areas as well.

x

(937) 474-0851

McMurdo2007@yahoo.com

Would add the date to this table, i.e. above the Time header insert Date too.

7

10

Table 5

The date has been provided in the text introducing the table.

x

(937) 474-0851

McMurdo2007@yahoo.com

Shouldn't the Measured Sound Level be in dBA and not dB?

7

10

Table 5

Corrected.

x

(937) 474-0851

McMurdo2007@yahoo.com

Would offer to include GPS coordinates for the tests performed for future planning/development considerations.

7

10

Table 5

Provided in document appendices.

x

(937) 474-0851

McMurdo2007@yahoo.com

7

10

Table 5

McMurdo2007@yahoo.com

7

10

Table 5

Industry practice. Within 10-minutes measured noise levels tend to be failry stable.
This is just ambinet data that includes all sources of noise, including transportation and nontransportation. It is not direclty comparable to any specific noise standard.

x

(937) 474-0851

What is the rationale/source document for the measurements being 10 minutes?
What is the standard to compare the Leq, L50 and Lmax measurements to? i.e., should the Leq be 50 dBA or less,
etc.?

(937) 474-0851

McMurdo2007@yahoo.com

LT-3: what is the cross street with Interstate 80 where the measurement was taken?

7

11

Table 6

Horsehoe Bar

x

(937) 474-0851

McMurdo2007@yahoo.com

LT-4: what is the cross street with Sierra College Boulevard where the measurement was taken?

7

11

Table 6

Taylor Road

x

(937) 474-0851

McMurdo2007@yahoo.com

Would offer to include GPS coordinates for the tests performed for future planning/development considerations.

7

11

Table 6

Included in appendices.

x

(937) 474-0851

McMurdo2007@yahoo.com

Would add a column titled "Date" to this table for point of reference.

7

11

Table 6

The date has been provided in the text introducing the table.

x

(937) 474-0851

McMurdo2007@yahoo.com

What is the source document stating that the railroad vibrations needed to be measured?

7

11

15

Industry practice as CEQA requires evaluation of ground vibrations.

x

(937) 474-0851

McMurdo2007@yahoo.com

Typo? "filed" should be "field"?

7

11

19

Typo fixed.

x

(937) 474-0851

McMurdo2007@yahoo.com

Insert behind Long Term (24 hours) and Short Term (10 minutes) for better understanding of time definition.

7

12

Map

Added.

x

(937) 474-0851

McMurdo2007@yahoo.com

Would offer adding words to the effect that pre-pandemic, Del Oro High School's Friday night football games and other
events held involving the high school band produces noticeable noise in the surrounding community. Due to the COVID
pandemic, opportunities to take measurement(s) during an event involving the High School band were not available

7

13

12

(937) 474-0851

McMurdo2007@yahoo.com

What is the source document for these source noise levels? Would include a Fire Station House noise level too if
possible.

7

14

13

This would not likely have been done anyway. It is not practical at the GP level to quantify all
sources of stationary noise to that level of detail.
File data from Saxelby Acoustics. Fire Station noise is typically exempt from local regulation
and is not included in this table.

(937) 474-0851

McMurdo2007@yahoo.com

Shouldn't "dB' be "dBA"?

7

14

Table 7-4

Corrected.

x

(937) 474-0851

McMurdo2007@yahoo.com

Replace "state's" with "Caltran's"

7

15

9

This is a state guideline, not Caltrans.

x

(937) 474-0851

McMurdo2007@yahoo.com

Delete "…under the EPA.". OSHA does not report to the EPA

7

16

17

Corrected.

x

(937) 474-0851

McMurdo2007@yahoo.com

Delete this last sentence as there was not discussion of construction worker's in the draft document.
My understanding is that the general plan list the type of land use on a property. Residential, commercial etc. The
zoning ordinance states the restriction on it. Such as set backs, building heights, lot coverage. Is this the case?

7

16

19

Corrected.
This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.

295

Land Use

-

-

Land Use

-

-

296

3/22/2021 Russ Kelley

ruskly56@gmail.com

Gas is going to give way to electricity we already have 8 charging stations at Raley’s we should look to put charging
stations in the vicinity of the park and ride on the south side when development changes it should be part of that.
Commercial development could be part of the charging and encourage visitation of businesses while charging
vehicles. The gas tax will not be worth it when we have empty stations that are of no use. We saw so many Orbit
stations sitting vacant in the late 1960s. I am afraid that will happen when electric vehicles are the norm. Gas tax
revenue will give way to new taxes. Hotels in LOOMIS come with two many problems. I would like to see a study of the
three hotels in Rocklin and the hotels in Roseville as they are a constant problem for law in force end. We just had a
killing in Roseville to say nothing about the rest of the crime they bring. I could appreciate the tax base they bring to
help LOOMIS but I would not the crimes they bring. A study is needed and a search freeways to assure that we can
control the negative elements. Hotels get to a point where they only care that the vacant rooms are filled.

297

3/25/2021 Jesse Lunsford

Parks Element meeting

Commented that mini parks are successful

Parks

298

3/25/2021 Rebecca Golling

Parks Element meeting

Most of the bigger parks are located in the county – how do we gain lark land area?

Parks

299

3/25/2021 Matt Fox

Parks Element meeting

Commented on the growth rate. Mentioned that the 1997 Parkland can be found on the website, he also commented on the
1997 Park Plan that can be found on the website.

Parks

300

3/25/2021 Russ Kelley

Parks Element meeting

Commented on park use in the area. He gave an historic background of parks and parkland growth from the era before Loomis
was a town, and after our incorporation in 1984.

Parks

301

3/25/2021 Bonnie London

Parks Element meeting

Asked specially about the Parkland inventory in Loomis – she also asked about the Park and Rec Master Plan 1197, and the one
in 2010 that was not adopted by the Town Council.. she also about the “Safe Route to School” plan.

Parks

302

3/25/2021 Eden Lee

Parks Element meeting

Asked if we have land available that could be use with / without permission for recreational purposes.

Parks

This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.
This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.
This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.
This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.
This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.
This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.
This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.

x

x
x

x
x

x
x
x
x
x
x
x

303

304

3/25/2021 Jesse Lunsford

3/25/2021 Jean Wilson

Parks Element meeting

Asked how parks are funded, ask if it possible to stop the option of paying in-lieu fees instead of putting in parkland. He also
asked about the Oak Woodland and the funding of this. He commented that he likes the idea of building for the long view, and
partial / phase building is okay as we plan for the future. The 2010 proposed but not adopted Parks and Rec plan is available on
the town website

Parks

Parks Element meeting

Asked about the viability of checking with PCWA for permission to gain access along the canals for additional trail areas. She
also suggested that we compare the 1997 and the 2010 parks and Rec Master plans to create an up to date park and rec plan.
She also stated that Parks and Open Space are two different categories.
She opened a discussion on private parks in individual subdivisions and how they count in our total parkland –
This opened a discussion on funding of parkland and the funding of park maintenance – Mello Roos, assessment districts etc.

Parks

Have we defined the Downtown vision – more restaurants , Mixed use to add housing to the DT area– walkable – parking,
requested a status update of the W/W Moulding property
Commented on the desire for a walkable vibrant downtown

Land Use
Land Use

305
306

3/25/2021 Tim Onderko
3/25/2021 Jan Clark-Cret

Parks Element meeting
Parks Element meeting

307

3/25/2021 Tim Onderko

Parks Element meeting

308

3/25/2021 Jean Wilson

Parks Element meeting

This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.

x

Land Use

This topic is addressed in the draft Economic Development and Finance Element.

x

Land Use

This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.

x

Land Use

This topic is addressed in the draft Economic Development and Finance Element.

x

Land Use

This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.

x

Spoke on the need to look at the current zoning and parking requirements and update as needed
A.8: Inclusionary housing ordinance. Would that require developers who do more than, let’s say 10 units to build low
income housing? That sounds like a good requirement.

Land Use

This topic is addressed in the draft Economic Development and Finance Element to create
flexibility for and alleviate constraints for development in the core area.

Housing

-

-

A.9:like above
7:‘Implement the following incentive programs...’ shouldn’t there be a ‘to meet minimum state mandated requirements
somewhere in here? 7.c why would this process be expedited? Should be the same process as any other building.
o7.3: add requirement that ‘preserved open space due to clustering must be preserved. I.e.. Cannot cluster then use
the ‘extra’ open space to then build closer dwellings

Housing

-

-

Housing

-

-

Housing

-

-

Housing
Housing

-

-

Housing

-

-

Housing

-

-

Housing

-

-

Parks Element meeting

310

3/25/2021 Jenny Knisley

Parks Element meeting
Parks Element meeting

Discussed joint parking agreements for uses at different times of the day, asked Definition of scope of this subcommittee
boundaries, and would also like to see better parking signage

3/25/2021 Ramona Brockman

Parks Element meeting

313

3/31/2021 T. Savage

Redlined Program Update

thesavageman@gmail.com

314

3/31/2021 T. Savage

Redlined Program Update

thesavageman@gmail.com

315

3/31/2021 T. Savage

Redlined Program Update

thesavageman@gmail.com

316

3/31/2021 T. Savage

Redlined Program Update

thesavageman@gmail.com

317
318

3/31/2021 T. Savage
3/31/2021 T. Savage

Redlined Program Update
Redlined Program Update

thesavageman@gmail.com
thesavageman@gmail.com

319

3/31/2021 T. Savage

Redlined Program Update

thesavageman@gmail.com

320

3/31/2021 T. Savage

Redlined Program Update

thesavageman@gmail.com

321

3/31/2021 T. Savage

Redlined Program Update

thesavageman@gmail.com

322

3/31/2021 T. Savage

Redlined Program Update

thesavageman@gmail.com

x

Land Use

3/25/2021 Bonnie London

312

This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.
This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.

x
x

309

3/25/2021 Russ Kelley

x

This topic is addressed in the draft Economic Development and Finance Element.

Asked about the former Pine Starr Liquor- use possibilities, zoning requirements,; and spoke on the parking needs and
availability in the downtown area.
Referenced the continued issue of parking in the downtown corridor; also asked about the boundary parameters of this group
Business; asked about the use of the Business Park located behind the RR property.
Requested scheduling a walking tour of the downtown Corridor; also asked about the laws and rules on city owned “surplus”
land and the priorities involving housing use of the properties. Also spoke on possible grant opportunities available for
infrastructure improvements
Asked about zoning and parking to be updated to meet todays need. Requested signage to better direct the public to available
parking areas,

311

This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.

11:Is this mixed-use zoning as well? Will 20 units an acre allow for 2-3 story mixed use buildings that would fit well in
the CC? College housing and living downtown by transit, places to work, eat... ideal.
14:By LAW developers are required to pay for needed utility upgrades to support their development. Why would the
city take on this task? There should also be accountability for is priority is given for developers stating they will provide
x-number of affordable housing units then later walks back and sells only market rate, should stipulate fee of idk 50k
per unit must like the new state law would charge cities 10k per unit for turning down a development plan that meets the
general plan.
17? D-3: Add: ...and neighbors within 1/8thmile do not object.
20: Back up –continue to permit emergency shelters without a use permit? Am I reading this wrong? Needs some sort
of permit for life safety / health, safety, and welfare assurance.
F1: Could throw in if new construction homes meet NetZero guidelines (annual energy produced on-site = energy
used, then the house gets a 2 year property tax holiday. Just a thought.
21.d: Isn’t solar required on all new construction homes? Stub outs makes it seem optional. Update language if
applicable.
Increasing density inCC and CG in the town core to support 3-5 story mixed use building. Mixed use, commercial and
office space on floors 1 and 2, residential floors 3 and above.

Program 9 has been included to recommend an inclusionary housing ordinance. The Town will work inhouse or hire a consultant to determine the details of the ordinance.
The Town will work with developers on a project-by-project basis to ensure affordable housing is not
concentrated within a development.
The Town currently has sufficient appropriately zoned land to accommodate their RHNA. Program 7 is
intended to encourage developers to build this desired type of housing in Loomis. SB 35 requires the Town
to provide streamlined processing for eligible affordable housing projects. The program identifies conserving
open space as the intent of clustering development.
The CC district requires residential uses to be part of a mixed-use project. The height of buildings is subject
to requirements identified in the Zoning Code, but 20 units an acre can be met by 2- to 3-story buildings with
commercial uses on the first floor.
Comment partially unclear. The Town will work with utility providers to ensure there is sufficient capacity to
accommodate new development, including affordable, and will seek to expand infrastructure so developers
are able to connect to it if they propose a development on a lot without existing infrastructure. Developers
are not required to commit to selling units at a specific income level unless taking advantage of incentives
such as the State Density Bonus.
No change needed, parking requirements are not subject to neighboring opinions.
State law requires jurisdictions to identify at least one zone district in which emergency shelters do not
require a use permit, meaning the use is permitted by-right without discretionary review.
F-1 is a policy, no change needed. A change such as this could be incorporated into the Zoning Code if the
Town chooses.
This will be addressed through the Building Code.

x
x
x

x
x

x
x
x
x
x

Noted, thank you for your comment.

Housing

-

-

x
The Town has included ceilings, and in some cases (RH-20 Overlay) both floors and ceilings, where
appropriate to maintain existing character.
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3/31/2021 T. Savage

Redlined Program Update

thesavageman@gmail.com

324

3/31/2021 T. Savage

General Plan2021-2029
Housing Elements

thesavageman@gmail.com
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3/31/2021 T. Savage

326

3/31/2021 T. Savage

General Plan2021-2029
Housing Elements

thesavageman@gmail.com

Recommend using units per acre floors instead of ceilings for dense areas, i.e., minimum 35 units per acre.
Housing
Page V-46: Village referendum properties: Should be reversed with updated general plan as well as reversing the
reduction in required commercial. Maybe special density for apartments/condos only and could be higher (3-4 story).
TIED TO TABLE 25, V-56
Housing
Can we prohibit developments that increase the towns size by more than, say, 5%in population?(limit large PUDs)If so,
would like to see that. I know in Lincoln developers are limited in phase where cannot have a certain amount of unsold
homes are get penalized ($$) or if they start the next phase without selling all homes in previous phase get fined like
10k a day per home until all homes are sold.
Housing

thesavageman@gmail.com

12.b: Can we include an optionor ordinance for new home buyers to be able to opt out at time of purchase from
existing HOA’s established? Kind of like recent state ruling employees can opt out of paying union dues.

-

-

x
The Town has included Program 6 to increase RH height to 3 stories to remove barriers to multifamily
development.

V-46

x
The Town may work with developers on phasing of project construction, but may not deny a project based on
the number of units it will provide as long as it is in compliance with density requirements.

-

-

-

-

x
The Town cannot provide a mechanism for home buyers to opt out of existing HOAs.
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3/31/2021 T. Savage

3/31/2021 T. Savage

General Plan2021-2029
Housing Elements
General Plan2021-2029
Housing Elements

General Plan2021-2029
Housing Elements

General Plan2021-2029
Housing Elements

Housing

x
Revised to "allow without a use permit" for clarification.

thesavageman@gmail.com

thesavageman@gmail.com
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3/31/2021 T. Savage

330
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3/31/2021 Gary Liss
3/31/2021 David Ring

thesavageman@gmail.com
Housing Element meeting
Housing Element meeting

332
333

3/31/2021 Tom Savage
3/31/2021 Greg Obranovich

Housing Element meeting
Housing Element meeting
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3/31/2021 David Ring

Housing Element meeting

335

3/31/2021 Gary Liss

Housing Element meeting

20: What does it mean, ‘permit without a use permit’?
Goal F: Maybe change heading to ‘...reduction in LIFECYCLE housing costs’ as overall cost might be higher but over
the life of project monthly costs are less. o21D Solar is required by state law, so don’t NEED to promote. Could
promote battery system inclusion. offer incentives for going above and beyond required minimum. extending ditch
water system? City using ditch water as purple pipe system for downtown (CC and CG) areas to reduce energy inputs
on treated water for exterior water use?
General concern: As 40% of survey responders wanted to see more large lot single family homes, is there a way to
prohibit zero lot lines so we don’t get the single family homes where you can ‘brush your teeth and shake your
neighbors hand through the window and don’t even have room for a BBQ in your “yard”? On the higher density sites
where it does not call out multi story but its implied by density but developers can always go less and then we end up
with these single family homes with no usable outdoor space which I would argue is not in the Loomis spirit and should
be prohibited.
Asked about the site of the former Village property, the housing unit numbers, affordability and the effect on the housing
element
Asked about the high density overlay, affordability requirements and about SB 300 definition (acronym)
Asked if 20 units per acre reflected as two story and would 30 serve the purpose better; also an added floor provides more
housing using less land
Inquired if 20 units per acre would provide the very low affordability needed to meet our requirements
Asked for clarification on the 50% build out listed; also ask about high density housing downtown replacing commercial and
how to prevent
Stated rooftops are necessary to support the commercial growth. Ideas should be forwarded / referred to the circulation and
land use committees

Housing

-

-

x

Program 21: The Town is confirming existing requirements and will amend language as needed.

Housing

-

-

x
The Town will review Zoning Code regulations regarding zero lot lines and will amend if necessary.

Housing

-

-

x

Housing
Housing

Response provided in meeting
Response provided in meeting

x
x

Housing
Housing

x
x

Housing

Density can be achieved in different ways
Yes, although higher densities are more likely to attract builders
50% capacity is a conservative assumption that half of the sites identified will develop at the density
identified. Lot coverage is determined through zoning requirements.

Housing

Noted, thank you for your comment.

x

x
x
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3/31/2021 Jeff Duncan

Housing Element meeting

Addressed Environmental Justice concern regarding high density build near train tracks. Gary Liss voiced the same concern
about building affordable units next to freeway.

Housing

This is not necessarily going to result in an Environmental Justice issue as higher income housing is already
located in these areas and these areas are also well situated in terms of access to transit, parks, schools,
services, groceries, commercial work centers, etc. which serve to reduce environmental justice issues.
Setbacks and other land use decisions can mitigate for any effects of pollutant concentrations

337

3/31/2021 Jean Wilson

Housing Element meeting

Asked about the 2/3 required mixed use rules (applies to AB 330 projects); also asked about 50% use referenced. Asked
questions about goals and policies – things in place; reduced impact fees, clustered housing and solar stub out in new build.

Housing

Responsded during meeting

338

3/31/2021 Gary Liss

Housing Element meeting

Voiced concern and opened a discussion regarding the housing element and the need for it to focus on the needs of our special
needs group first and meeting state numbers second. Where is this found in the element? Is the RHNA’s need the priority?

Housing

339

3/31/2021 Jeff Duncan

Housing Element meeting

Do we have any input from affordable housing groups to develop in the area. How do we insure the build out of these units.

Housing

340

3/31/2021 David Ring

Housing Element meeting

3/31/2021 Greg Obranovich
3/31/2021 Gary Liss

Housing Element meeting
Housing Element meeting

Asked Is there a way to encourage developers to affordable to come build?
What recommendations do we want to move forward to the Land Use committee’s to ensure the programs we are requesting
get put in place?
Can we recommend programs to allow higher density under certain required conditions?

Housing

341
342

Housing
Housing

the Housing Needs Assessment includes an analysis of extremely low-income, very low-income,
and low-income households; seniors; persons with disabilities; employee housing (service
workers), and other special needs groups. It discusses existing supply and demand, identifies
programs to incentive housing for these groups, and includes an assessment of fair housing
opportunities for these groups, and more. The RHNA is critical to the Housing Element. The
Housing Element must include a land inventory to demonstrate that the Town has the capacity to
meet the housing needs of its current and future residents. The Housing Needs Assessment
within the Element identifies areas of greatest need (seniors, low-income, etc.) and informs the
programs to incentivize the development of housing to meet these needs. However, the Housing
Element does not guarantee or regulate development, it is the first step in meeting community
needs by completing an analysis of those needs. The Town must then amend its land use
element and zoning code as needed and identify funding to follow through on Housing Element
programs
Yes, they have indicated densities of 30 units/acre are preferred. The town can incentivize developers to
build affordable units, which are reflected in the programs
Yes, they have indicated densities of 30 units/acre are preferred. The town can incentivize developers to
build affordable units, which are reflected in the programs Programs were included to adopt an inclusionary
housing ordinance (Program 9) as recommended by the committee, and other incentives for affordable
housing
The committee can make a motion to carry things over to the Land Use committtees or may provide written
comments submitted to the Town.
Higher density can be addressed through the Land Use Element or changes to the Code
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3/31/2021 Jean Wilson
3/31/2021 Maureen Valli

Housing Element meeting
Housing Element meeting

345

3/31/2021 David Ring

Housing Element meeting

If we go 30 unit per acre / 3 stories – what is the height of this unit and can our fire department handle this. Our development
standards being reduced, how is this controlled? Questions on the conversion of mobile home parks policy.
Is there and interest for an upscale mobile home park.
Asked for the clarification between CT and CC with Land Use designation and Zoning District. And requested clarification that
the current zoning rules stay as current in the CT Zoning.

346

3/31/2021 Gary Liss

Housing Element meeting

Can we request only phased building of developments?

Housing

The height would be about 35 feet. Adequacies of the Fire and Police will be addressed through the Safety
Element. Individual projects pay impact fees to ensure their development addresses health and safety issues
Mobile Home parks are an allowed use in specific zones.
CT is Tourist Commercial and allows residential uses in a mixed use structure.This ia spplied on the south
side of I-80. CC is Central Commercial, located north of I-80
Requiring phased building of developments is considered a constrint by the State and in some cases is
contrary to law such as under SB 330

347

3/31/2021 David Ring

Housing Element meeting

Can we restrict development unit size?

Housing

This would fall under the Zoning Code and the Land Use Element

Housing
Housing
Housing

•These are not the only sites identified for affordable housing so it is still being dispersed; however, as
developments are proposed the Town must ensure that market-rate housing is built downtown as well and
affordable housing is not isolated from other housing.

x

x
x

x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
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3/31/2021 Lorraine Thiebald

Housing Element meeting

Voice concern about the health effects of living close to freeway and high density housing eliminating necessary open space.

Housing

349

3/31/2021 Bonnie London

Housing Element meeting

Can we capture existing ADU units that meet affordability requirements that have not been counted previously. Asked about
how to see the current vacant site maps.

Housing

•No, the RHNA period begins June 2021 and goes through August 2029, units can start being counted as
soon as June 30, 2021.

x

Housing Element meeting

Do we figure in the sq footage of the high density units – add in landscape etc. Voice concern about the increase in traffic in
town due to the higher density, and the ability to get around town with only 2 major roads in and out of town.

Housing

The Town can include a requirement in the Land Use and Zoning to require mixed use projects so no site is
developed with solely residential

x

350

3/31/2021 Hector Wolansky

x

351

4/5/2021 Russ Kelley

ruskly56@gmail.com

352

4/5/2021 Russ Kelley

ruskly56@gmail.com

Housing

101

28

Housing

103

25

The Town must use the State's definition of a family.
The Town will be aware of this should Mercy Housing propose a project in Loomis.

x

353

4/5/2021 Russ Kelley

ruskly56@gmail.com

One person cannot live together
FYI Mercy Housing does not have the best local management teams managing their facilities and they are a constant
source of (responding Law enforcement) somehow the town needs to maintain some sort of control. In the past they
have threatened the tenants if they complained about anything.
Somewhere could we identify restrictions by other agencies that the town would avoid, to keep the cost down. Or
identify the restriction to avoid higher cost. Example Fire department cost if, adding heights etc.

Housing

102

9

354
355
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4/5/2021 Russ Kelley
4/5/2021 Russ Kelley
4/5/2021 Russ Kelley

ruskly56@gmail.com
ruskly56@gmail.com
ruskly56@gmail.com

What would feasible look like and where would we find it.
We should make it a condition that HOA,s are restricted from limiting ADU’s especially if it is a state law.
What are construction resource’s. is that specialized construction materials?

Housing
Housing
Housing

103
105
105

5
24
20
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4/5/2021 Russ Kelley
4/5/2021 Russ Kelley

ruskly56@gmail.com
ruskly56@gmail.com
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110

6
2

4/5/2021 Russ Kelley

ruskly56@gmail.com

Housing

111

15

360

4/5/2021 Russ Kelley

ruskly56@gmail.com

Would the Town give first priority to people currently living in homes that are being torn down.
ADA should be by design and should eliminate obstacles such as stairs, etc.
If all vehicles manufactured within the ten year plan will be electric then we should require that electrical capacity and
panel spacing be provided to accommodate these vehicles. Per vehicle space per home or occupancy. I think the year
is 2030 for the state.
Adding the electric panel space and conduit with a box to meet the future needs of solar etc. The design should be built
into the plans the town provides.

Housing
Housing

359

Housing

111

20

ruskly56@gmail.com

Management of apartment type housing should be controlled if we are financing the units. See reference V103-25.
The point is the renters should not be in fear of being evicted if they respond to a survey or have a complaint. I do also
know that some older folks complain about everything. The point is for them to feel safe and comfortable in a quiet
setting.

Housing

113

14

Data has been updated in the July 2021 Background Setting report (Volume III) and text has been revised
for clarity.

x

ruskly56@gmail.com

My concern is that we have areas that reference too gender-specific related to children and parent i.e.. Mother is
referenced as a single-family provider to children in every case and this can become discriminatory and exclusionary.
In the case of housing, I believe that the reference to Lower income parent should just say PARENT and not relate to
gender. it should be a single parent of lower-income. Using the term single mother in our documents is exclusionary
and discriminatory of other genders, it's about income. You could have two parents that might not be female or not
want to be called mother or mom. To avoid conflict lower-income single-parent family should just be listed as
a parent. In the past women have been lower paid and that is where this started and rightly so. In the new generational
era, gender identification can be discriminatory. All genders are struggling with affordable housing. When it comes to
the financing of homes for lower-income people of any gender. we need to be sure that the companies we use do not
discriminate. Solution: All areas that reference (gender) related to children should just be listed as single parent, or
parents as it just relates to the provider or providers of the family. My concern is that the providing of housing and
financing of affordable homes in all ranges does not become exclusionary or discriminatory because of gender
choices.

Housing

-

-

This table has been removed from the current July 2021 draft Backgound Setting report (Volume III).

x

Factual information pertaining to stationary noise sources has been presented including the type of existing
stationary noise sources in the Town, the level of current complaints received, typical noise levels
associated with stationary noise sources, and typical land use planning goals and actions associated with
stationary noise sources. The State does not set outdoor noise limits, it only provides guideline which allow
for noise levels in normally acceptable areas up to 70 dBA Ldn.
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4/5/2021 Russ Kelley

4/5/2021 Russ Kelley
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4/6/2021 Roger Smith

rdsmith2009@gmail.com
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4/6/2021 Roger Smith
4/6/2021 Roger Smith
4/6/2021 Roger Smith

rdsmith2009@gmail.com
rdsmith2009@gmail.com
rdsmith2009@gmail.com
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4/6/2021 Roger Smith

rdsmith2009@gmail.com
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4/6/2021 Roger Smith
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4/6/2021 Roger Smith
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371
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4/7/2021 Mark Geyer

4/7/2021 Mark Geyer

4/7/2021 Mark Geyer

x
Fees or costs related to housing, but not as a result of housing specifically, are discussed in other elements
of the General Plan, including the Safety Element.
Any state or federal funding source, the Town is made aware of them through notices of funding availability
(NOFAs).
Please see Program 12.
It can include construction materials, pre-approved plans, etc.
There is state and federal relocation laws that the Town would have to follow if residents were displaced.
All new developments are required to comply with ADA standards.
The Town will need to update the building code by 2030 to address electric car requirements.

x
x
x
x
x
x
x

The Town will need to update the building code by 2030 to address electric car requirements.

x

Why is Local (Loomis) allowable exterior Ldn (65) less strict than State allowable Ldn (60)?
Table 2 - will numbers be revised per new measurement survey? Also, it's based on CNEL, yet the text says Ldn - so
it's inconsistent
Table 3 seem unreasonable - it's in terms of Ldn
Stationary Sources are downplayed as not substantia

Noise

-

-

Noise
Noise
Noise

-

-

x

The Development Impacts paragraph (line 46) shouldn't be deleted. (Costco?)
"Regulatory Setting" - Doesn't address loud residential uses (dirt bikes, garage machinery - should be in a Town
ordinance)

Noise

-

-

rdsmith2009@gmail.com

Noise

-

-

rdsmith2009@gmail.com

"Noise Types" Transportation Related - OK Non Transportation Related (short duration, e.g. motorcycles) - are not
addressed in the Setting Docs - Table 8.4

Noise

-

-

mgeyer1352@yahoo.com

To encourage and assist existing industries and· businesses to remain and expand in Loomis, helping them to be
economically viable contributors to the community. This should be an ongoing goal as the needs of existing businesses
will change over time. The Town of Loomis has demonstrated its support for local business by parking lot development,
providing better and safer access to businesses through the downtown Revitalization project and in business-specific
actions (I.e., permitting product storage flexibility for the Ace Hardware store). The expansion of existing businesses
(I.e., Woody’s Market, High Hand Nursery, Gastro Pub, and others is a healthy indicator of success). Additionally,
strong efforts are being made to support local businesses and services during the COVID pandemic
Economic

The maintenance and expansion of existing businesses has been maintined as a priority in the
General Plan Update, and is included in Element 10, Economic Development and Finance.

x

x

mgeyer1352@yahoo.com

To recruit new industries and businesses, thereby creating new jobs for Loomis residents. The approval of the new
Costco will have many positive effects; including jobs, more convenient shopping for residents, and increased tax
revenue to name a few. New businesses such as Ace Hardware, Reds’ Bistro and other new businesses provide
evidence of successful support. Given the availability of several parking lots close to local businesses, greater
flexibility regarding business-specific parking requirements may help attract new businesses.

Economic

The attraction of new businesses has been maintined as a priority in the General Plan Update,
and is included in Element 10, Economic Development and Finance. Parking is recognized as
an important supporting factor for business success and is being considered as a part of this
General Plan Update.

x

x

mgeyer1352@yahoo.com

To preserve and enrich the historic character of the downtown by implementing a revitalization plan to beautify the
downtown area, transition utilized or underutilized land into economically productive developments, and restore historic
sites to full utility. Improvement of the downtown area is a major improvement in aesthetics, traffic facilitation and
safety. The downtown area looks great. This goal should be ongoing through completion of the plan. Underground
utilities would be a bonus.

Economic

The preservation and revitalization of the Town's historic character as a part of the Town's
economic development has been maintined as a priority in the General Plan Update, and is
included in Element 10, Economic Development and Finance.

x

x

Economic

Supporting and growing tourism, including through more coordinated focus on special events,
has been maintained as a priority in the General Plan Update, and is included in Element 10,
Economic Development and Finance.

There is no new noise survey planned. CNEL and Ldn are generally equivalent and can
typically be interchanged.
Comment noted.
Comment noted.
Comment noted. This paragraph is not necessary and makes speculation about potential
development so it has been removed.
Comment noted. As you noted, these are nuisance issues that are better addressed in a noise
ordiance.
Comment noted. Motorcycle noise output is regulated by the State and cannot be regulated by
local control.

x
x
x
x
x
x
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4/7/2021 Mark Geyer

mgeyer1352@yahoo.com

To develop tourism in Loomis by attracting, developing, and expanding special events and public and private
recreational facilities and programs, and by capitalizing on the historical character of the Town. Continuing special
events (concerts, car shows, festivals, etc.) and the featuring of the traditional agriculture theme of Loomis (Eggplant
Festival, Farmers’ Market, Wineries) increase tourism and the influx of tourist dollars. Hosting youth sports
tournaments seems to be very popular with potential revenue.

x

x

374

4/7/2021 Mark Geyer

mgeyer1352@yahoo.com

To what extent do you feel these goals were achieved? Significant progress has been in all of the above goals.

Economic

Noted.

x

x

375

4/7/2021 Mark Geyer

mgeyer1352@yahoo.com

Which goals remain relevant and should be prioritized in this update? All of these goals remain relevant and equally
important as they are all inter-related.

Economic

Noted and Element 10, Economic Development and Finance, has been refined for clarity and
to more effectively continue to make progress in these areas.

x

x

mgeyer1352@yahoo.com

What other goals do you hope to see prioritized? Improvement of Broadband Internet and related technology
infrastructure for the Town of Loomis, businesses and residents. Demand is only going to increase.

Economic

This topic is addressed in the draft Economic Development and Finance Element.

x

x

Cultural

376

4/7/2021 Mark Geyer
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4/7/2021 Stephanie Youngblood

SYoungblood@loomis.ca.gov

I was very impressed with everyone who shared their knowledge about the historic aspect of Loomis. I am so lucky to
part of this committee. I think it is important that we keep all the historical landmarks preserved. I also think it is
extremely important that we discuss about the stage coaches and things that are still around from the Gold Rush. That
is a part of what made Loomis, Loomis, and I think the people younger than me to need to more appreciative of what
we have of our history. Thank you to everyone who shared historic stories about Loomis tonight. I want to know more.

378
379

4/8/2021 Mark Geyer
4/8/2021 Mark Geyer

mgeyer1352@yahoo.com
mgeyer1352@yahoo.com

The PowerPoint presentation on the above date was informative and comprehensive. Given the realities of Climate
Change, are the topics of reliable power and adequate fresh water included in one of the other elements?
Do the new state laws present any concerns for staff?

380

We would like to request a minor re-zoning for our property at 3661 Bankhead Rd Loomis. Currently it is zone as RA
2.3 acres - we would like to have it re-zoned as RE. Parcel# 044-060-031-000.

4/9/2021 Greg Obranovich

-

-

x

Noted, thank you for your comment.

x

Water and electrical utilities are addressed in the Public Services and Facilites Element
The General Plan update will be written to reflect the new laws

Land Use

This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.
This comment is referring to slide 17 of Housing Committee Meeting #1 PowerPoint from December 9,
2020 that listed examples of occupations that earn an annual wage within the extremely low-, very low-, and
low-income categories.

x

HCD describes special needs as "those associated with specific demographic or occupational groups that
call for specific program responses, such as preservation of single-room occupancy hotels or the
development of units with larger bedroom counts" and identifies these groups as ones that "often spend a
disproportionate amount of their income to secure safe and decent housing and are sometimes subject to
discrimination based on their specific needs or circumstances.". The list of occupations provided at the
December Housing Committee Meeting were examples of jobs that typically, but not always, pay wages
within the identified income categories. The list is not comprehensive and may include occupations that are
not found in Loomis.
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4/12/2021 Gary Liss

garyliss@mindspring.com

I’d like to see all the low-income residents needs for housing listed on this slide addressed in the Housing Element.
How will the recommended programs help these folks? In addition to list on page V-109.

Program 5 removes barriers to housing that is intended to the meet of all lower-income households,
including service workers, seniors, single-parents, and others. Programs 7, 8, 9, and 10 provide incentives
and other mechanisms, including an inclusionary housing ordinance, that will promote construction of
affordable housing to meet the needs of all lower-income households in Loomis. The intent of increasing the
density in the Central Commercial district (Program 11) is to encourage mixed-use construction and housing
near jobs for service workers, and Program 12 seeks to reduce displacement risk for lower-income persons.

x

Circulation: A two-way road could be built from Sierra College Blvd. or even possibly from Rocklin Road by the
Amtrack train station that would connect to Swetzer Road or to Rippey Rd. by means of an overpass. Either road
could also be connected directly to Del Oro High School. This road could be built on the other side of the tracks,
parallel to the existing tracks. If this road is connected to Swetzer Road and continues all the way to English Colony
Way in Newcastle, a bypass can be avoided. Another road could be built connecting Swetzer Road and Taylor Road
directly to Del Oro High School that would cut perpendicularly with Rippey Road giving drivers an additional choice for
better circulation.
The SB 330 Housing Project is a concern that involves more than just the Town of Loomis. It affects the cities of
Lincoln, Roseville, Rocklin, Penryn, Newcastle, and Auburn as well.
One of the first concerns for all the cities involved is the circulation of the cargo trains. I propose that all the freight
trains use the tracks near or parallel to Sierra College Blvd. at the end of King Street and leave the existing tracks to
be used exclusively for passenger transportation which would include a train connection to the light rail into
Sacramento.
If we want to plan for future traffic congestion and circulation and try to resolve issues now as much as possible to
lower the impact on all the surrounding communities in this area, I think we should consider taking all the train
passenger traffic underground. Tunneling these trains underground from somewhere in Lincoln to Penryn and using
the resulting track space for housing, retail commercial, restaurants, and entertainment or a boulevard for pedestrians
and a bike path or a combination of all this would become an exciting option. With a parallel road, Taylor Road could be
a two-lane one-way street and the new road could also be two-lane one way in the opposite direction.

382

4/12/2021 Hector Wolansky

hectorwolansky@gmail.com

Circulation
I think the town of Loomis should seriously investigate a proposal to incorporate the town of Penryn into Loomis as
and Land
soon as possible. I have shared this idea with some Penryn residents and they were very agreeable to considering it.
Incorporation could simplify or assist in meeting the SB 330 mandate and offer a win-win solution for both communities. Use

This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.

x

Housing Behind the USPS building that faces onto Taylor road, at South Walnut Street and Magnolia Street, there is
an existing parking lot for more than 30 cars. My proposal is to consider building on that site. The area could
accommodate a four-story apartment building mainly for studios and one-bedroom apartments. The ground level could
be dedicated to parking for both residents and the existing businesses or just residents and USPS. The second floor
can be extended over the existing businesses up to 10' from Taylor Street. The third floor up to 20' from Taylor Street
and the fourth floor up to 30'. These setbacks would create a less imposing facade onto Taylor Street and maintain a
friendlier ambiance.
On the same street, South Walnut Street in the 6100 and 6200 blocks, there is excellent potential space for building
more homes or apartments over the existing buildings, or the commercial structures could be demolished and replaced
with either single-family homes or more apartments. The same could be achieved at the Sierra Gateway site, 6154
South Walnut Street. These sites already have all the necessary paved streets and utilities and are close to services
like schools, restaurants, banks, transportation, and more. Also, there is an easy direct connection to the freeway.
Another large parcel that could be used to build housing and some small commercial buildings and a place for general
recreation is along Rippey Road parallel to Taylor Street where the Loomis Town Corporation Yard is currently located
and could be moved.
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4/12/2021 Hector Wolansky

hectorwolansky@gmail.com

I understand that there may be a considerable amount of money coming to California in the near future for
infrastructure projects. I propose that Loomis establish a special subcommittee to be alert and prepared to take
advantage of the opportunities as soon as they present themselves.

This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.

x

The consultant is giving he giving the group incorrect information on the Quimby act. The act states the following:
Parks that are counted to determine how many acres the Town can get is the amount that the Town owns' School
property or land owned by others cannot be counted. Schools an the county park were used to get the Town up to 5
acres per 1000. The Town only has 8 acres of parks
Money can only be used on land owned by the Town. This excludes using it on school property.
Money must be spent on parks that serve the people where the money was collected.
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4/12/2021 Miguel Ucovich

4/14/2021 Hector Wolansky

ucovich@hotmail.com

THE CONSULTANT stated
The town has no money to maintain any new parks.
Why is false information being given to the committee?

Parks

This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.

hectorwolansky@gmail.com

I would like to add another idea to my previous email concerning Circulation and Housing. I think we should consider
building a train overpass that would extend from Sierra College Blvd. to at least King Road, bypassing these two main
roads with one span. In my opinion, going underground is more appealing for many reasons than an overpass. If
Loomis can get a light rail connection, it would be a good idea to have at least two stops, one on Sierra College Blvd.
and another at the existing old train station in Loomis. This light train connection could be extended now or in the future
to what is now the town of Penryn and Newcastle. Considerations on protecting wildlife from entering a bypass or a
tunnel will have to be taken into consideration.

Circulation

This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.

In the previous General Plan Safety Element, there was a section called Issues, Goals, Policies, and Implementation
Measures. There is no similar section in the 2020 Safety Element. Are these items included somewhere else?
https://storage.googleapis.com/proud city/loomisca/uploads/2020/04/ELEMENT-VIII.pdf

Safety

The Goals, Policies and Implementation measures will be in the Element. You were reviewing the setting or
background report of data that informs the element.

x

It is useful in the Setting as the Settign will also serve as the setting for the EIR

x
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4/15/2021 Martha Merriam

marthamerriam@yahoo.com
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4/15/2021 Martha Merriam

marthamerriam@yahoo.com
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4/15/2021 Martha Merriam

marthamerriam@yahoo.com
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4/15/2021 Martha Merriam

marthamerriam@yahoo.com
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4/15/2021 Martha Merriam

marthamerriam@yahoo.com
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4/15/2021 Martha Merriam

marthamerriam@yahoo.com
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4/15/2021 Martha Merriam

marthamerriam@yahoo.com

Safety
V.1 General
Table of contents General - numbers/letters/etc. need to be consistent updates needed - looks like a work in progress. Plan Policy
Document
V.1 General
Plan Policy
Remove "An appreciation of the past"
Document
3
V.1 General
spelling "and"
Plan Policy
Document
5
V.1 General
Plan Policy
put back in Safety and Noise subheadings
Document
5
V.1 Chapter
1
Introduction Loomis and
General - updates needed throughout.
its Future

x

x

Is a Regulatory Background section required?
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4/15/2021 Martha Merriam

marthamerriam@yahoo.com

This chapter is a good place to describe what area the General Plan covers. It would help to standardize the
description elsewhere in the General Plan; the Safety and Noise Element repeatedly refers to the Project Area.
Defining the in each Element would be helpful and clarifying. Pg 1-2, lines 23-4 state, "The Town's corporate
boundaries, the study/planning area for this General Plan, and the land use designations of this General Plan are
shown on Figure 3-1, the Land Use Diagram, on page 27."
Better to say, "The Town's corporate boundaries which are the study area for this General Plan and the...etc." When
something is referred to that is outside the study area such as a watershed, a statement could be included saying for
example, "...north of the study area" or whatever you decide to call it. Alternatively as listed in the Glossary (pg G-39)
the Planning area "...coincides with the Sphere of Influence that encompasses land both within the City and potentially
annexable land..." It needs to be clear to the reader what area you are addressing.

394

4/15/2021 Martha Merriam

marthamerriam@yahoo.com

"Equestrian trails" are referred to throughout this Chapter. To my knowledge there are no equestrian trails in the town
of Loomis. Also a trail from Loomis to Folsom (pg 1-7, line 2) is not likely to be developed.

395

4/15/2021 Martha Merriam

marthamerriam@yahoo.com

Raley's was build about 25 years ago so is not recently developed.
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4/15/2021 Martha Merriam

marthamerriam@yahoo.com

General - updates needed throughout. I think the Elements on Pg 2-3 and 2-5 need to be in agreement.
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4/15/2021 Martha Merriam

marthamerriam@yahoo.com

Definitions stated in this section can be included in the main Glossary and not here. I took out the liquefaction one but
there are others.
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4/15/2021 Martha Merriam

marthamerriam@yahoo.com
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4/15/2021 Martha Merriam

marthamerriam@yahoo.com

I have the following suggestions. I have used “Loomis” where “Study/Planning Area” is used except in quotes of the
General Plan, meaning Loomis within the Town Boundary.
Geologic Map Add arrows pointing to southernmost Qha
Add strike/dip symbol to Legend or delete
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4/15/2021 Martha Merriam

marthamerriam@yahoo.com
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4/15/2021 Martha Merriam

marthamerriam@yahoo.com

402
403

4/15/2021 Martha Merriam
4/15/2021 Martha Merriam

marthamerriam@yahoo.com
marthamerriam@yahoo.com

404

4/15/2021 Martha Merriam

marthamerriam@yahoo.com

V.1 Chapter
1
Introduction Loomis and
its Future
V.1 Chapter
1
Introduction Loomis and
its Future
V.1 Chapter
1
Introduction Loomis and
its Future
I-2
V.1 Chapter
2. The Role
of the
General Plan

It is a work in progress. Numbering and formatting will be updated at the end of the process

x

15

The strikeout was to show what was removed. It will be deleted in subsequent versions

x

6

Corrected

x

11-21

These will be completely revised once the elements are drafted

x

Please note the Margin Comment indicating "To be Updated"

x

Thank you for your comment. The text has been updated per your comment where appropriate.

x

37

Safety
Safety
Safety

2

Figure 7-1

describe the inferred local fault as south of Loomis.

Safety

3

29

delete

Safety

3

33-38

change epicenter of an earthquake to earthquake source or hypocenter

Safety
Safety

5
5

7 thru 11
Line 13 and 16

add moment magnitude at start of list

Safety

5

17

delete all and replace with “There are no Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zones delineated by CGS, nor are there any
other known faults active or not within Loomis. Therefore, the likelihood of surface rupture in Loomis is very low.”

Thank you for your comment. Equestrian trails are primarily outside the Town limit as noted and the text has
been revised

x

x

Corrected

x

x

This is a correct statement and this section is in the process of being updated as noted in the margin
This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.

x

x

x

x

All Volumes will be reviewed and revised for consistent terminology.
Revisions have been made to the figure to call out the approximate fault line southeast of the
Planning Area; call out the Qha; and remove the strike/dip symbols
The fault is indeed mapped just outside the planning area boundary; this text has been revised
and Figure 7-1 has been revised to move the scale bar inset box so the fault trace is visible.
The fault line has also been added to the legend.
Although this is generalized information, it helps to inform the seismic risk of Loomis. The
content has been maintained.

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

The text has been revised.
Text revised.
Earthquake magnitude has been added; the general public will not know what “moment
magnitude” is and therefore that term has not been used.

x
x

x
x

x

x
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4/15/2021 Martha Merriam

marthamerriam@yahoo.com

delete

Safety

5

20-33

Safety
Safety

5
6

39
LINE 1-3

The term “poor ground” (as used in the original background report) is undefined, and we need
to define what types of soil/rock formations represent a hazard in order to tie this to the CEQA
analysis. The text has been modified to make it easier for the public to understand.
This text is correct, and is important because it explains why the risk of seismic ground
shaking (shown here as estimated PGA) is low. We also will be tying this back to the CEQA
analysis, and compliance with the CBC reduces the level of impact under CEQA. Compliance
with the CBC also reduces the potential for property damage and loss of life as a practical
matter, which we believe is important for the reader to know. Therefore, the text has been
retained.
A citation is not needed for this statement.

delete from “The lack of…” to line 43
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4/15/2021 Martha Merriam
4/15/2021 Martha Merriam

marthamerriam@yahoo.com
marthamerriam@yahoo.com

reference?

4/15/2021 Martha Merriam

marthamerriam@yahoo.com
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4/15/2021 Martha Merriam

marthamerriam@yahoo.com
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4/15/2021 Martha Merriam

marthamerriam@yahoo.com
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4/15/2021 Martha Merriam

marthamerriam@yahoo.com

412

4/15/2021 Martha Merriam

marthamerriam@yahoo.com

413
414

4/15/2021 Martha Merriam
4/15/2021 Martha Merriam

marthamerriam@yahoo.com
marthamerriam@yahoo.com

add to the end “…which may be subjected to moderate to high ground shaking.” Delete the rest of the paragraph
(necessary info is in the Glossary or can be added). Then start in with line 18 with no paragraph break.
after “…Sucker Ravine).” add sentence “However liquefaction susceptible deposits in the area are not expected to be
thick enough to liquefy nor is Loomis exposed to potentially large enough ground shaking to cause liquefaction.”
delete “…significant subsidence problems…” until the end of the sentence, and replace with “…low expected levels of
ground shaking result in low hazard of seismically-induced settlement. “
11 (starting from “In..”) to 19 (ending in “…settlement.” Delete
add “However liquefaction susceptible deposits in the area are not expected to be thick enough to liquefy nor is the
Study Area exposed to potentially large enough ground shaking to cause liquefaction.”
after “Landslides may be triggered by…” add “numerous processes including”

4/15/2021 Martha Merriam

marthamerriam@yahoo.com

416

4/15/2021 Martha Merriam

marthamerriam@yahoo.com

these are general – be specific to Loomis or remove the section?

4/15/2021 Martha Merriam

marthamerriam@yahoo.com
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4/15/2021 Martha Merriam

marthamerriam@yahoo.com

issues id’d here, need to be addressed somewhere

6

TABLE 7.1

x

x

6

10

The text is correct, and provides explanation to the reader regarding liquefaction. The text has
been retained.

x

x

Safety

7

1

The text has been revised to indicate that liquefaction is unlikely.

x

x

Safety

7

8

x

7

11

The text has been revised to indicate that seismically-induced settlement is unlikely.
The text is correct, and an explanation to the reader regarding the nature of lateral spreading is
necessary. The text has been retained.

x

Safety

x

x

Safety
Safety

7
7

23
31

x
x

x
x

Safety

7

43-49

x

x

Safety

17

5-10

The text has been revised to indicate there is a low proability for lateral spreading.
Agreed. The text has been revised.
Hydraulic mining is not a current activity. Overgrazing, particularly on a widespread scale and
in more topographically diverse areas, could result in erosion, however, the risk is highly
limited and the Town cannot regulate agricultural activities in that way. Text has not been
added.
Although this is generalized information, it helps to inform the flooding risk; all of these hazards
are potential issues for Loomis. The content has been maintained.

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x
x

x
x
x
x

Safety

17

26

Safety

18

1-18

Flood-Hazard Zones in the Planning Area define Base Elevation here or on p 17 line 43 after Figure citation
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4/15/2021 Martha Merriam

marthamerriam@yahoo.com

Safety

19

Figure 7.6

Safety
Safety
Safety
Safety

22
23
23
23

Table 7.3
12
23
42

Projected Effects of Climate Change Add erosion to the Landslides Hazards and include it under both description and
result.

420
421
422
423

4/15/2021
4/15/2021
4/15/2021
4/15/2021

Martha Merriam
Martha Merriam
Martha Merriam
Martha Merriam

marthamerriam@yahoo.com
marthamerriam@yahoo.com
marthamerriam@yahoo.com
marthamerriam@yahoo.com

add “None of these latter sites were found in the Loomis searches.”
add “…leaving them susceptible to erosion.”
Add “No naturally occurring asbestos has been identified in Loomis identified (per CGS reference)

Any emergency plans in place? Are Placer County and Caltrans responsible? How about local agencies?
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4/15/2021 Martha Merriam

marthamerriam@yahoo.com

x
x

Safety

where are these drainage ways and will they be addressed somewhere?

417

x
x

Safety

add overgrazing and hydraulic mining

415

x

We agree that modern analyses use probabilistic methods, as discussed on the preceding
page. This was originally provided because the general public don’t always understand
probabilistic methods, but do understand the MM or Richter scale. However, the building code
no longer uses these classifications, and they provide little added value to this General Plan.
Therefore, this table has been removed, consistent with the comment.

MM Intensity Scale (abridged) delete (value isn’t given and modern analyses use probabilistic methods which are
referred to in the General Plan)

408

x

Safety

24

9-17

“Drainage ways” refers to everything in both the first and second sentences. The text has been
revised for clarity. Please see also Town of Loomis Drainage Master Plan (West Yost
Associates 2008) (a copy is available from the Town), and Figure 7-6. Flooding hazards are
addressed throughout this background report and will be addressed in the General Plan
Public Health and Safety Element via objectives, policies, and implementation measures.
Local flooding concerns are also addressed in Volume 1 of the General Plan, via objectives,
policies, and implementation measures, particularly for the Elements of Public Health and
Safety, and Public Services and Facilities.
The exact base flood elevation is defined by FEMA and varies from location to location, and is
indicated on site-specific FEMA FIRMs (Flood Insurance Rate Maps) that would be referenced
during the Town’s permitting process for site-specific development projects.
OK, text added. However, it should be noted that the State Water Resources Control Board
requires that any project that disturbs 1 acre of more of land must prepare and implement a
SWPPP and BMPs specifically designed to control erosion and prevent water quality
degradation. So increased natural erosion may occur, but increased human-caused erosion
from new development projects would not occur.
Additional text added to clarify.
Text added.
Additional text has been added.
Hazards associated with the transport of cargo are addressed in the State Health and Safety
Codes. We have mentioned it here in order to be prudent.
Also, the text has been revised to create just one paragraph, and the last sentence (old text
from the previous background report) has been deleted. The probability of a hazmat spill is
actually quite low given the current level of federal and state regulation of interstate transport,
and the fact that the freeway and rail line pass through the planning area are already stated in
the first sentence.

x

In reviewing the current GP I made the following notes, but did not realize that we were to reference the particular
element, page and line number. I will work on this for next week's meeting. For what it's worth, here are my general
comments. Look at rezoning the parcel at King and I-80 from Office Professional back to RE
Why was the parcel along I-80 between Horseshoe bar and King and south end of Day rezoned to lower density?
Turtle Island - changed from RE to Tourist Commercial to capitalize on freeway pass-by and short stop over "tourists".
I don't believe that this is realistic. If this parcel is to stay that zoning, the focus should be to use proximity to the
highway to attract tourists that stay overnight or at least stay in Loomis for the entire day as a day-trip destination.
Concern with rezoning along Sierra College, maybe okay adjacent to Taylor Road, but how far north do you allow
commercial or industrial? I foresee a lot of pressure in the future to rezone and to increase Sierra College to 4 lanes
as Lincoln grows. I feel there is a need to prevent Sierra College from becoming a suburbanized strip of development.
There is a fair amount of underutilized land in the downtown area.
Need for a community center - there is potential for Memorial hall and the library to serve as this. The county is
looking at its Memorial Halls and will likely want to off-load them.
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4/15/2021 Ramona Brockman

ramona.brockman@gmail.com

Park land requirements - I feel that bike/pedestrian/equestrian trails are the most important thing to focus on. How
much park land do you need in RA or RE zoning when people pretty much reside on such large acreage. They are
looking for connectivity for recreation. A park in the south part of town limits toward Rocklin and Granite Bay may be
needed and park land near the library/downtown is also good. Our schools really do serve as parks, it's a good use of
facilities that are already there.

Land Use
and Parks

This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.

Safety

CalFire uses a rating system that considers topography and fuel types, among other things,
when determining fire hazard zones (additional information is available here:
https://osfm.fire.ca.gov/divisions/wildfire-planning-engineering/wildfire-preventionengineering/fire-hazard-severity-zones/). The open rolling grassland and stands of oak trees
around Loomis properly are categorized by CalFire, and have also been categorized by the
Town in the Planning Area, as a moderate fire hazard.
Policies related to fire prevention will be included in the General Plan Public Health & Safety
Element. Also, the Placer County Local Hazard Mitigation Plan, of which the Town is a
participant and is in the process of being updated (available here:
https://www.placer.ca.gov/1381/Local-Hazard-Mitigation-Plan), addresses fire hazards, in
addition to state laws and regulations related to fire hazards. The draft Public Health and
Safety Element includes policies related to fire.

x

Comments from John Ireland, Member of the Public Health and Safety Committee: California has a history of
responding after major disasters have occurred. Loma Prieta and Northridge earthquakes yielded new building
standards and other regulations. The floods of 1986 and 1995 in Placer County yielded the Placer County Flood
Control and Conservation District and all the work it is doing. In recent years, we have witnessed historic wildfires; and
it is time to address the abatement of these fires. Clearly, Cal Fire will take the lead statewide, but Loomis could take
additional steps to address the issue.
Because Loomis reveres its rural, small town atmosphere, the Town is more vulnerable to wildfires than a city like
Rocklin. An aerial picture of the Town shows a mixture of grasslands, oak woodlands and rural/urban interfaces. The
oak woodlands are the most dense in the riparian watershed regions. There is a need for a fire hazard evaluation of
the Town and immediate surrounding areas. The Wildland Fire Hazard map provided in the Settings document is
clearly not reflecting current conditions. This map has most rural settings in a ’moderate’ category with no explanation
what ‘moderate’ means regarding Town or Fire District response or action. So, along with the updating of the hazard
map will need to be a plan for responses and actions. The kind of actions and responses I am thinking of are not
emergency responses but rather are preventative and preparedness responses. Also, the Town will need to stay
informed and responsive to updates coming from Cal Fire and our local Fire District. The Town could also enact some
actions of its own. Such as requiring the installation of ember resistant roof vents through a program similar to that
being used to insure homes have fire and CO detectors. The town might consider providing ‘defensible space’
information to property owners through direct mailers. Additionally, the Town should review its property maintenance
standards in light of the increasing severity of wildfires.
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4/16/2021 John Ireland

jireland@garlic.com

On a personal note, my thoughts have been directed toward wildfires after receiving a homeowners insurance
cancellation notice. I contacted another insurance company and was promptly refused coverage after they looked at
an aerial photo of my 5 acre parcel and the surrounding parcels. Insurance companies are taking wildfire very
seriously, and our Town should too. The General Plan is a great place to start.

427

4/16/2021 Matt Fox

x

In addition to ensuring there is sufficient available high density land, that permits 20-25 units/acre, the Town
has included several other incentives in the Housing Element programs. Please see Programs 4 and 8,
regarding financial incentives and/or assistance for affordable housing and Programs 6, 7, and 10 for
regulatory incentives, including density bonuses and easing parking and height requirements for multifamily
housing. The Town will also recommend adoption of an inclusionary housing ordinance to Town Council
(Program 9) and plans to increase the allowed density in the Central Commercial zone to provide surplus
land, above and beyond the RHNA, for affordable housing (Program 11).

The way I understand it, state housing laws essentially require the town to offer financial and density bonus incentives
to developers so they will actually build low income housing. Simply zoning land for 20-25 units/acre is not sufficient as
that only supports market rate apartments. We must offer financial incentives (reduce impact fees) and offer density
bonus (allow taller apartments) to entice developers to actually build low income.

Housing

X

In an effort to increase the supply of affordable housing on currently available land, above and beyond the
current RHNA allocation, the Town has included several incentives for construction of affordable housing in
the Housing Element programs. Please see Programs 4 and 8, regarding financial incentives and/or
assistance for affordable housing and Programs 6, 7, and 10 for regulatory incentives, including density
bonuses and easing parking and height requirements for multifamily housing. The Town will also recommend
adoption of an inclusionary housing ordinance to Town Council (Program 9) and plans to increase the
allowed density in the Central Commercial zone to provide surplus land for affordable housing (Program 11).

To make matters worse, if a developer builds market rate housing on land zoned for high density, then we must find
more high density residential land somewhere else to replace it and every 8 years the amount of land required will
increase.
The way things are going, we are 1-2 RHNA cycles away from having to start rezoning land that is already developed
with single family homes to high density. That will be devastating to the community, but that seems to be the track we
are on. The town is already 10-20 years behind where we should be on this issue and we must take drastic action now
to try and get caught up. The town council needs to understand that the town will be changing one way or another and
we must make decisions which are best for the long term even though voters are focused on the short term.
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4/16/2021 Matt Fox

Housing

X

We should start immediate talks with the developer of the Hidden Grove project and the developer looking at Turtle
Island about adding a significant quantity of low income units. We will probably have to reduce impact fees and
possibly even allow them to construct 4-5 story apartments to accomplish this. Yes, that will create significant
problems for the town's transportation budget, the school district budget, and fire department budget. The town will
need to pass new taxes/bonds to make up for the shortfall created or live with the consequences. However, it's
imperative that high density housing be constructed near downtown and the I80/Horseshoe Bar Road interchange.
We have a very short window of opportunity to make that happen or we will end up with 3-5 story apartments being built
in more rural areas of town in the future, which would be terrible for the town for many reasons.
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4/16/2021 Matt Fox

Town staff will need to discuss this will developers proposing on these sites.

Housing

X

Our general plan update and town policies must go farther....much farther....with offering financial and density bonuses
for low income housing developers.
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4/16/2021 Matt Fox

In an effort to increase the supply of affordable housing on currently available land, above and beyond the
current RHNA allocation, the Town has included several incentives for construction of affordable housing in
the Housing Element programs. Please see Programs 4 and 8, regarding financial incentives and/or
assistance for affordable housing and Programs 6, 7, and 10 for regulatory incentives, including density
bonuses and easing parking and height requirements for multifamily housing. The Town will also recommend
adoption of an inclusionary housing ordinance to Town Council (Program 9) and plans to increase the
allowed density in the Central Commercial zone to provide surplus land for affordable housing (Program 11).

Housing

X
As part of the 2020 General Plan Update, the Town is reviewing land uses across the town. Allowable uses,
including residential densities in commercial districts, will be considered in the Land Use Element.

431

432

4/16/2021 Matt Fox

We should add a high density residential overlay with low income housing incentives to all CC, BP, CG, and CT zoning
districts. These are the areas of town where high density residential makes the most sense. Again, if we don't build
HD housing in these areas, then it will eventually be pushed out to R zoned areas of town.

4/16/2021 Matt Fox

We should target specific large lot parcels in various R zoning districts to identify for LOW DENSITY multifamily with
low income housing incentives. The large RS-10 lot along Humphrey near HCP, the vacant lots on north side of King
Road near Del Oro, the Heritage Oaks property, and probably some of the RR lots near downtown on the other side of Land Use
the RR tracks would be good candidates to look at for this.
and Housing

Housing

X
As part of the 2020 General Plan Update, the Town is reviewing land uses across the town. Allowable uses
and how to promote them on these sites will be considered in the Land Use Element.

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

The Town will review the need to amend land use designations and zone districts on these sites, and across
the town, as part of the Land Use Element.

433

The town needs to rezone many of the lots along Sierra College that are currently zoned RE and RA. Sierra College
will very soon be a 4 or 6 lane regional artery. Residential Estate makes no sense here. Low and medium density low
income housing projects would be better for this area.

4/16/2021 Matt Fox

Land Use
and Housing
The Town will review the need to amend land use designations and zone districts on these sites, and across
the town, as part of the Land Use Element.

434

4/16/2021 Matt Fox

The RE lots along Rocklin Road should be considered for rezoning to higher density residential. Many of these will
soon back up to apartments being planned in the adjacent lots located in Rocklin. The proximity to Sierra College
makes this a good location for low/medium density low income housing targeted to students.

4/16/2021 Matt Fox

The RE lots along Horseshoe Bar and north of Brace Road should be looked at for up zoning to encourage low
income housing projects since these are relatively close to freeway access, shopping, and whatever gets built on our
CT land.

Land Use
and Housing
The Town will review the need to amend land use designations and zone districts on these sites, and across
the town, as part of the Land Use Element.

435

Land Use
and Housing

436

4/18/2021 John Ireland

jireland@garlic.com

437

4/19/2021 Jean Wilson

jmwilson@joyfulheart.com

At the last meeting of the land use subcommittee, a discussion of the Business Park land use designation occurred.
Part of the discussion revolved around access issues for the area currently designated Business Park. The owner of
the parcel with the Business Park designation also owns an adjacent parcel on Bankhead Rd, which offers access to
the Business Park parcel that would otherwise be landlocked.
In the Setting information for the Public Health and Safety Element, reference is made to California Government Code
Section 65302(g)(5). This section requires new residential development to have at least two points of ingress and
egress. The area currently designated Business Park does not appear to have two points of ingress and egress.
Therefore, as the committee deliberates on this Business Park designated parcel, is any kind of residential
designation not allowed? How about a mixed use designation?
Zoning for affordable (i.e. high density) housing if the property owner is not agreeable. In our previous 2014 element, HCD said
we should only consider properties if the owners were agreeable. Has that now changed?

438

4/19/2021 Jean Wilson

jmwilson@joyfulheart.com

If we rezone against the owners’ wishes, does a developer automatically have the right to override the owner?

439

4/19/2021 Jean Wilson

jmwilson@joyfulheart.com

Does the Town have to somehow declare eminent domain and buy the property and sell it to the developer? (I ask because one Land Use
of the areas we considered in 2014 had owners who were adamantly opposed to rezoning to higher density.)
and Housing

440

4/19/2021 Jean Wilson

jmwilson@joyfulheart.com

In 2014 property to be rezoned for affordable housing was to be in one ownership to be considered. Still the case?

441

442

4/19/2021 Jean Wilson

4/19/2021 Jean Wilson

This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.
State law does not require a property owner to approve a land use or zoning designation. The Town Council will
provide direction regarding the communications with the property owner.
A property can not be developed without the owners permission. The developer of a project will own the property
or have an agreement with the property owner to develop the property.

Land Use
Housing
Land Use
and Housing

A land use designation and zoning are not entitlements for a housing project. The state law requires the Town to
have adequate lands designated and zoned for RHNA housing but does not require the Town to construct and
operate RHNA housing. The marketplace determines where and when RHNA housing is built.

Housing

The State does not require property with RHNA designations to be in one ownership.

Housing

This is a correct statement. Keep in mind the Land Use Element is an appropriate location to discuss
residential uses and types. The Housing Element focuses on housing in relation to HCD's requirements,
whereas the Land Use Element can address housing in relation to residential design and types per land use
designation.

jmwilson@joyfulheart.com

Current discussion seems to be pretty much focused on getting our RHNA numbers satisfied.

The Land Use Element is the appropriate location to discuss the designation of Land Uses in the Town. The Housing
Committee will be asked to provide input to the other General Plan Committees as appropriate and will be reviewing
the other General Plan Elements as they become available.

jmwilson@joyfulheart.com

What about other housing needs we see for the future. For example, senior housing. In the Village hearings we heard repeated
testimony that Loomis needs more senior housing—that seniors want to stay here but may prefer to downsize either because
of not needing as much space or not wanting stairs or wanting to be closer to walking to businesses and services downtown.
Senior housing need is also mentioned in our current General Plan. The statistics we were shown also indicated that two of the
top three segments showed increasing numbers of seniors. Actually, it should have been three, as the top group (oldest) was
also increasing. But if you look at the next group down and the fact that we are planning for a future 20 years, many in the
4th segment down will also be entering a more senior housing need level.
Housing
Mark is always asking at the end of a meeting if there are other unmet needs we should be discussing. I agree that RHNA is
obviously heavy upon us, but where do we get to discuss the other housing needs in our community, such as seniors? (There
may be others.) Does that not get addressed in our general Plan? Somewhere else? Later in the Housing discussions after our
Housing element in set in? How do the beyond-RHNA needs mesh with what we are doing right now (primarily RHNA)? Where
do we discuss housing types/designs that we may want to consider or encourage? Is that somewhere else in the General Plan
when it seems like Housing?

See response above.

443

4/19/2021 Jean Wilson

jmwilson@joyfulheart.com

444

4/19/2021 Martha Merriam

marthamerriam@yahoo.com

445

4/19/2021 Martha Merriam

446

4/19/2021 Martha Merriam

x
x
x

x

x

x

x

x

x

Housing

x

Bio

Final production will address formatting and readability, including figure quality for ease of viewing.

x

marthamerriam@yahoo.com

Figures are hard to read.
Figure 3-3 Landcover Map is confusing - subheadings meaningless if they are all the same color. Perhaps combine
under single headings and show one color. References for all three figures in this section need to be included in
reference list.

V III Section 3

Legend and representation of land use cover by color is being reviewed and will be revised to clearly convey
data.

x

marthamerriam@yahoo.com

define "hydric"

V III Section 3 6

22

A definition for this term will be added in final editing and the term may be added to the Glossary.

x
x

447

4/19/2021 Martha Merriam

marthamerriam@yahoo.com

Jones and Stokes /Placer County 2003 needs to be included in reference list.

V III Section 3 9

26

The References section is being reviewed and updated to include all cited documents during the final editing
process.

448

4/19/2021 Martha Merriam

marthamerriam@yahoo.com

define "forb"

V III Section 3 12

26

A definition for this term will be added in final editing and the term may be added to the Glossary.

x

449

4/19/2021 Martha Merriam

marthamerriam@yahoo.com

define "mesic"

V III Section 3 12

28

A definition for this term will be added in final editing and the term may be added to the Glossary.

x

450

4/19/2021 Martha Merriam

marthamerriam@yahoo.com

define "redd"

V III Section 3 13

17

A definition for this term will be added in final editing and the term may be added to the Glossary.

x

451

4/19/2021 Martha Merriam

marthamerriam@yahoo.com

abbreviations need to be defined when first used - CESA, FESA, CNPS

V III Section 3 14

21-24

Acronyms will be addressed during formatting of the final document.

x
x

452
453
454
455
456

4/19/2021 Martha Merriam
4/19/2021 Martha Merriam
4/19/2021 Martha Merriam
4/19/2021 Martha Merriam
4/19/2021 Martha Merriam

marthamerriam@yahoo.com
marthamerriam@yahoo.com
marthamerriam@yahoo.com
marthamerriam@yahoo.com
marthamerriam@yahoo.com

Table 3-3 CEQA Guidelines, Appendix G needs to be included in reference list

V III Section 3 15

The References section is being reviewed and updated to include all cited documents during the final editing
process.

Table 3-4A define "USFWS"

V III Section 3 15

Acronyms will be addressed during formatting of the final document.

x

Table Key - items 3 and 4 should be included in reference list

V III Section 3 22

These items are a part of the list defining the California Native Plant Society (CNPS) Threat Risks and the
CNPS citation is included in the References list.

x

define "ESA"

V III Section 3 23

36

Acronyms will be addressed during formatting of the final document.

x

define "NMFS"

V III Section 3 23

42 and 46

Acronyms will be addressed during formatting of the final document.

x

45

Acronyms will be addressed during formatting of the final document.

x

457

4/19/2021 Martha Merriam

marthamerriam@yahoo.com

define "ESU"

V III Section 3 23

458

4/19/2021 Martha Merriam

marthamerriam@yahoo.com

define "pelagic"

V III Section 3 24

4

Acronyms will be addressed during formatting of the final document.

x

459

4/19/2021 Martha Merriam

marthamerriam@yahoo.com

define "WOTUS"

V III Section 3 26

19

Acronyms will be addressed during formatting of the final document.

x

460

4/19/2021 Martha Merriam

marthamerriam@yahoo.com

461

4/19/2021 Gary Liss

gary@garyliss.com

CDFG, 2020 provide link to RareFind
Thank you for this background information for tomorrow’s meeting. Regarding the Land Inventory, is there a reason only a
portion of the Town is included in the graphic on page 27? Is there a KEY for the numbers on the graphic? Are all of the
identified parcels for RHNA included in the current graphic?

462

4/19/2021 Gary Liss

gary@garyliss.com

Delete this phrase in A-3: “but do not unnecessarily add to the cost of housing.” The Town doesn't get the information to
determine this. Applicants do not provide the Town with a full budget for their projects, so there's no way for the Town to
determine what adds to the cost of particular units of housing.

Appendix A.
References

RareFind is a subscription service through CDFW.

Housing
Proposed
Housing
Element
Programs

1

Housing

2

Housing

4

Housing cost burden as a result of fees or expensive requirements is a red flag for HCD and this language
is continued purposefully.
We cannot write this as is as the Town has not yet adopted an ordinance that can be required to be
followed. The text as written results in the Town drafting and considering whether ot not to include such an
ordinance. It would not be prudent to send this language to HCD when the Town has not made these
determinations yet.
These are HCD requirements, including the details on agricultural use. Although not very applicable to
Loomis, this language is required universally throughout the State by HCD.

The vacant land map for housing and an associated key will be presented.

x
x

x

463

4/19/2021 Gary Liss

gary@garyliss.com

464

4/19/2021 Gary Liss

gary@garyliss.com

Replace A-8 with: “The Town shall adopt an inclusionary housing ordinance as a means of integrating affordable units within
new residential development. The goal should be 35% or more affordable units with all major new residential development.
Details of SubSection 5 are redundant and supplementary to Goal D starting on page 16. Move details of this Subsection to
Goal D.

465

4/19/2021 Gary Liss

gary@garyliss.com

Under “Employee Housing”, expand “agricultural use” to "service workers/farm workers" as in the PPT presented to the
Housing Element Committee on 4/20/21. Expand “farm workers” to “farm and landscaping workers”.

Housing

4

Farm workers are a specific category for HCD and does not include landscapers

x

466

4/19/2021 Gary Liss

gary@garyliss.com

Delete “Low-Barrier Navigation Centers”. % of homeless in Loomis is less than 1%.

Housing

5

x

Housing

5

Housing

5

Housing

6

9c Replace with "waive 10% of application processing fees for 5% of units...."

Housing
Housing

6
7

HCD requirement. This is housing law that is required by state law to be included in the Housing Element
It would be inappropriate to discuss the text of AB 2299 and SB1069 in the program itself. These are the
implementing actions and must be concise.Limiting the additional height allowance for only projects meeting
a % affordability would be a question for the Town Council to consider.
This itext reflects current housing law regarding multi-family parking provisions. Creative parking solutions
are a product of the zoning code and can be addressed though Land Use
This existing text reflects the GP and zoning allowances for clustering in which the Planning Commission
must review and consider the appropriateness for each unique project.
This itext reflects current housing law regarding multi-family parking provisions. Creative parking solutions
are a product of the zoning code and can be addressed though Land Use
Typos to be corrected

12c add "and provide additional income for Loomis homeowners. Clarify that ADUs are no longer limited to members
of the immediate family."

Housing

11

Covered by the phrase "benefits". Clarification on ADUs not critical as it is the law.

x

Housing

11

There is a difference between subsidized and affordable

x

Housing

11

HCD will require they are included in the text here

x

housing

13

This phrasing is based on current housing law requirements

x

x

467

4/19/2021 Gary Liss

gary@garyliss.com

468

4/19/2021 Gary Liss

gary@garyliss.com

Only increase the RH height limit to allow for three stories only for affordable housing projects that provide at least
25% affordable units.
6c. Multifamily parking. Add “Replace on-site parking requirements with lease of parking spaces from Town owned
parking lots within 1/2 mile of building.”
Change “consider” to “allow” for cluster developments
7f Add “Replace on-site parking requirements with lease of parking spaces from Town owned parking lots within 1/2
mile of building.”

469

4/19/2021 Gary Liss

gary@garyliss.com

470
471

4/19/2021 Gary Liss
4/19/2021 Gary Liss

gary@garyliss.com
gary@garyliss.com

472

4/19/2021 Gary Liss

gary@garyliss.com

473

4/19/2021 Gary Liss

gary@garyliss.com

474

4/19/2021 Gary Liss

gary@garyliss.com

475

4/19/2021 Gary Liss

gary@garyliss.com

13 Delete “subsidized” here and universally search to delete it, or replace with “affordable” (e.g. page 22)
13 add "as defined in Section D below" then delete the string of what special needs groups are here. It’s confusing
and contradictory to have different lists of special needs groups in different parts of the Plan.
15 delete the phrase about “no adverse impact on costs”. Let the market figure out how to pay for these
improvements. This is not something that can be calculated by Town government, as they are not provided with the
total budget for development projects by applicants.

x
x

x
x
x
x
x

476

4/19/2021 Gary Liss

gary@garyliss.com

Goal D. Delete the phrase about who is a special needs group from the Goal statement, and add as a first bullet point
a definition of who are the special groups requiring Town attention to their housing needs. Expand the list to include all
those missing from this list from slide 13 of the 4/20 PPT to the Housing Element Committee, including: food service
workers, retail clerks, manicurists, home care aides, teaching assistants, waiters and waitresses, nursing assistants,
security guards, mail carriers, graphic designers, EMTs/Paramedics, dental assistants, and service workers (retail,
educational, health, food service and social services).

Housing

15

These particular groups are defined and of concern to HCD, so they are requiring certain language or titles.
If we include lists of persons, not focused on by HCD, they will likely require those groups to be struck
because they also run the risk of excluding some. job titles. THe goal addresses who HCD defines as
"special Needs" not an exhaustive list of employee categories, which are not necessarily considered
"Special Needs".

477

4/19/2021 Gary Liss

gary@garyliss.com

D-3 add "Replace on-site parking requirements with the option to lease parking spaces from Town owned parking lots
within 1/2 mile of building.”

Housing

16

The language used is in response to current housing law requirements for reduced parking allowances for
certain housing types.

x

478

4/19/2021 Gary Liss

gary@garyliss.com

19 Replace “encourage” and “promote” with “require” for universal design.

Housing

17

There are no adopted Design Standards at this time, so the Town can only encourage at this point.

x

479

4/19/2021 Gary Liss

gary@garyliss.com

Delete sentence referring to Heritage Park. There's no reason to single out one location in all of Loomis like this.

Housing

22

Heritage park is on the vacant land inventory and therefore is called out as a feasible location for
implementing this program and a quantifiable objective to meet

x

480

4/19/2021 Gary Liss

gary@garyliss.com

The RHNA allocation should remain with the area that was to be The Village, as that was already approved by Council and that
area still remains a good potential for meeting those needs.

Housing

The Low-income portion of the RHNA is located in the Village area, however, the RHNA also includes
Moderate and Above-Moderate units which can be accommodated elsewhere in the Town

x

Housing

Phasing is a component of project approvals and conditions and is highly dependent on the project
components and size/extent. Discussiob with HCD indicates they consider phasing requirements to be a
constraint and they have stated that if phasing is a requirement in the Housing ELement, that projects will be
analyszed for housing constraint impacts and they will require a detailed analsyis of all the contrasints to
housing that result. It is also not compliant with the law under SB 330.

x

x

481

4/19/2021 Gary Liss

gary@garyliss.com

The Housing Element should include a goal that calls for the phased implementation of new housing projects in Loomis, rather
than a single, major developer trying to do everything all at once. That was downfall of The Village project – it tried to do too
much without enough phasing.

482

4/19/2021 Gary Liss

gary@garyliss.com

I saw the reference to phasing in the PowerPoint presentation to be given today, but it did not include a recommendation
about how to address that.

Housing

Phasing is a component of project approvals and conditions and is highly dependent on the project
components and size/extent. Discussiob with HCD indicates they consider phasing requirements to be a
constraint and they have stated that if phasing is a requirement in the Housing ELement, that projects will be
analyszed for housing constraint impacts and they will require a detailed analsyis of all the contrasints to
housing that result. It is also not compliant with the law under SB 330.

483
484

4/19/2021 Gary Liss
4/19/2021 Gary Liss

gary@garyliss.com
gary@garyliss.com

It’s not clear to me where the RHNA allocation is located, or to be located.
Please advise where these comments will be addressed.

Housing
Housing

The Low-income portion of the RHNA is located in the Village area, however, the RHNA also includes
Moderate and Above-Moderate units which can be accommodated elsewhere in the Town
At the meeting and in this spreadsheet

x
x

485

4/19/2021 Gary Liss

gary@garyliss.com

Also, is there an updated draft of the Housing Element, or are we still discussing the Public Review Draft of March 2021 that we
received on 3-15-21?

Housing

The March 15, 2021 version will be discussed

x

486

4/20/2021 Gary Liss

Housing Element meeting

Land Use
and Housing

Mixed use is allowed

x

x

and Housing

Mixed use project standards are being reviewed by the Land Use Committee and Subcommittees.

x

x

Housing

Noted

x

Housing

The Housing Element proposes to increase the density on two CC preperties (within the Village area) from
15 du/acre to 20 du/acre

x

Housing

The Housing Element proposes to increase the density on two CC preperties (within the Village area) from
15 du/acre to 20 du/acre

x

land use

Thank you for your comment. This is outside the scope of the Housing Element.

Circulation
and Land use

This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.

Land Use

RS is not High Density

General

This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.

Housing

Thank you for your comment. The Town has made public meetings at both Planning Commission and Town
Council meetings to educate these bodies and the public on state requirements.

Asked for clarification on the comment addressing concerns about residential density in the downtown area, solely residential
versus density in a mixed use. (Liss, Savage,Wilson, Obranovich and Fox)

Opened a discussion on the use of mixed use project in the downtown area. Obranovich, Liss, Ring) accommodate the needs of
Land Use
the housing element.

487

4/20/2021 Matt Fox

Housing Element meeting
From Placeworks explained that this housing element and all its requirements begin after June 30, and to count for this cycle,
projects will need to be approved after this date. Only valid projects that have submitted applications are counted in this
report.

488

4/20/2021 Jenny Gastelum

Housing Element meeting

489

4/20/2021 David Ring

Housing Element meeting

Asked about any zoning changes proposed in the Housing element to accommodate our RHNA requirement –

Asked for clarification on the 2 CC parcels that are being changed from 15 dwelling units per acre to 20 dwelling units. Asked
how the parcels could be used and developed.

490

4/20/2021 Jean Wilson

Housing Element meeting

491

4/20/2021 Matt Fox

Housing Element meeting

Opened a discussion on the use of the Heritage Park property, (concerns voiced are lot size, open space, housing compatibility
with the neighboring parcels, low density- affordable units, traffic –Liss Wilson, Kelley, Fox)

Asked about and opened a discussion on the potential future expansion of Sierra College Blvd to 4 lanes, and the type of
development best for that area. (Matt Fox, Gary Liss, David Ring)

492

4/20/2021 Matt Fox

Housing Element meeting

493

4/20/2021 Jean Wilson

Housing Element meeting

Asked about the use of the property at King Road near the freeway that converted to RS zoning from CO, asked about the use
and density proposed for this triangular parcel, voiced concern that high density would not fit in the area.
Asked about the timing of the Housing element, the General Plan Update and new projects being proposed, and the importance
being proactive in the Land use designations.

494

4/20/2021 Matt Fox

Housing Element meeting

494

4/20/2021 David Ring

Housing Element meeting

496

4/20/2021 Jean Wilson

Housing Element meeting

497

4/20/2021 Matt Fox

Housing Element meeting

Commented on the high response to survey comments stating that no growth is desired he asked how outreach to the public
could be improved to help the public understand the state required housing. Ideas of future outreach and workshops being
scheduled as COVID restrictions lift.

Does EDD data capture 16 years olds that work at Taylors?

In the discussion on affordable housing, asked for clarification to what 45 dwellings per acre looked like – 3 stories?
Can we put these occupation descriptors in the HE?

498

4/20/2021 Gary Liss

Housing Element meeting

x

x

x

x

X

X

The EDD data is a snapshot of the Placer County labor market. See edd.ca.gov for more information on the
sources and methodology used to collect this information.

X

Yes, in order to accommodate that amount of density the project would likely have to be 3 stories tall.

X

An analysis of low-income workers that identifies occupation types has been added to the Special Needs
Groups discussion on page V-21 to V-22 of the Draft 2021-2029 Housing Element.

X

How did you determine affordability of ADUs?

499

4/20/2021 Jean Wilson

Housing Element meeting

In the programs, we encourage some types of units that do not have their own independent living facilities but they don’t meet
RHNA?

500

4/20/2021 Gary Liss

Housing Element meeting

SACOG conducted an affordability analysis of ADUs in the Sacramento Region, released April 2020,
finding that for ADU projections jurisdictions in Sacramento, Placer, and El Dorado Counties may assume
that 15% of ADUs are affordable to extremely low-income households, 6% of ADUs are affordable to very
low-income households, and 35% are affordable to low-income households.

X

To comply with State law, the Town must allow units that do not have independent living faciltiies, such as
Single-Room Occupancy (SRO) units, group homes, transitional housing, etc. While these do serve special
needs groups, only units with independent living facilities may be counted toward the RHNA.

X

Can we encourage the Town to consolidate Heritage Park sites to encourage MF development?

501

502

4/20/2021 Matt Fox

4/20/2021 Jean Wilson

Housing Element meeting

Thank you for your comment. This is outside the scope of the Housing Element.

X

Can the carriage units in the Taylor road mixed use project could be counted in our RHNA.

To be counted, they units must have their own entrance, kitchen, and bathroom facility. Should these units fit
the criteria of an ADU, they can be counted when they are permitted. The Town's projection of 24 ADUs
over the course of the planning period captures these 9 potential carriage units.

X

Are there things the Town can do to encourage low density affordable housing?

The Town can contact affordable housing developers to idenitfy what projects are being offered at low
densites. Typically, low density affordable housing are not eligible for funding making it unlikely to be feasible
for a developer.

X

The GIS data included is based on Town records.

X

Thank you for your comment. The Town has made public meetings at both Planning Commission and Town
Council meetings to educate these bodies and the public on state requirements.

X

Comment noted

X

Housing Element meeting

503

4/20/2021 Matt Fox

Housing Element meeting

504

4/20/2021 David Ring

Housing Element meeting

All of the sites are based on our current zoning, correct?

Can we include something about requiring mixed use for the Land Use committee?

505

506

4/20/2021 Gary Liss

4/20/2021 Ed Horton

Housing Element meeting

Housing Element meeting

Commented that the residents are becoming more comfortable with local government integrity and work ethic and have gained
a greater understanding of the state requirements the town has to enact.
General

Asked that the recommendation from the committee regarding the density bonus incentives in the CC district be represented in
the document as it was stated. The motion read as follows – Motion to add defined affordable housing program to the CC zone:
Gary Liss 2nd: David Ring To add Program to allow for higher density to 20 dues/acre if affordable projects targeted for
special needs (seniors, students, families) and 30 dues/acre if meet other concerns regarding parking and congestion. To be
referred to Land Use Element Committee to consider need for higher density to meet our Housing needs. To refer to Circulation
element to look at upper limit that would be OK for still having adequate parking and acceptable levels of congestion.

507

4/20/2021 Gary Liss

Housing Element meeting

508

4/20/2021 Matt Fox

mattfox@gmail.com

509

4/20/2021 Matt Fox

510

4/20/2021 Matt Fox

Housing

Change to be reflected in Housing Element

X

1,000s of homes are approved along Sierra College and 193 in Lincoln. Rocklin has plans to eventually connect
Sierra College to Whitney Ranch Parkway. Sierra College will become a major regional corridor whether the town
likes it or not.

This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.

X

mattfox@gmail.com

The town should plan for this by up zoning properties along Sierra College to accommodate much needed affordable
housing projects.

This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.

x

mattfox@gmail.com

Even though Loomis Community Park is not within the town limits, it is used extensively by town residents and the town
counts it towards our required park acreage.

This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.

x

511

4/20/2021 Matt Fox

mattfox@gmail.com

The town should consider coordinating with the county on a joint use agreement to help contribute funding for park
maintenance and other improvements.

512

4/20/2021 Matt Fox

mattfox@gmail.com

Del Oro HS is a great opportunity for the town to provide recreational activities for town residents through joint use
agreements.

This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.
This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.

mattfox@gmail.com

The town should continue to coordinate with DO by providing funding through joint use agreements. However, any
future joint use agreements should require DO to provide priority access to fields and other resources to Loomis
based organizations at a discounted rate. DO currently does not prioritize Loomis based organizations.

This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.
Policies
and Implementation measures are included in the Economic Development and

Like the community events like the concerts, egplant festival, parades, an other things tht bring the community
together. Lets have more of these

Finance Element of Volume I to support community events such as those referenced by the
commenter - events that will contribute to the overall economic success and financial stability

513

4/20/2021 Matt Fox

514

4/21/2021 Miguel Ucovich

916520956 ucovich@hotmail.com

515

4/21/2021 Miguel Ucovich

916520956 ucovich@hotmail.com

Our road need to be fixed. The town has money to fix them but has choosen not to spend it on the roads. The Town
has several millions of dollars in reserve, Spend some of it to fix he roads

This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.

516

4/21/2021 Miguel Ucovich

916520956 ucovich@hotmail.com

The small nature of Loomis is what makes our Town special. There is no reason to add hundredths of new homes. A
couple of hundred for the next 20 years is enought

This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.

517

4/21/2021 Judd Rackham

Is there a timeline for when Bankhead rd will be improved?

This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.

518

4/21/2021 Ron Holverstott

519

4/21/2021 Miguel Ucovich

9163371448 juddrackham@mac.com

19168473174 ronholverstott@wavecable.com

ucovich@hotmail.com

Purchased the two acres at King Rd &amp; Delmar in 2004. The road (Delmar) from King to Pacific was in horrible
condition at that time and has not been worked on to any extent since that time. Traffic is heavy, with everything from
service vehicles to big rigs &amp; personal vehicles. It desperately needs to be paved!!! I believe it's Placer County
who has that responsibility. It's well past its' due date.

we have a good mix of resturants, Dont need anymore

This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.
The Economic Development and Finance Element, which is supported by a recent Market Analysis
(contained within Volume III) for this General Plan Update, includes goals and objectives developed to assist
the Town in maintaining a strong, diversified, and balanced revenue base, including supporting existing
businesses and and attracting new, as appropriate to support a jobs-housing balance and fit. This comment

x
x

x
X

X

X

X

X

X
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4/21/2021 Miguel Ucovich

ucovich@hotmail.com

Enough industrial now in Loomis. If any new is need put it next to the Rocklin industrial park off Del Mar

The demand for land for different sectors is addressed in the Market Study (Volume III) and
ongoing land capacity for employment generating uses is addressed in the draft Economic
Development and Finance Element.
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4/21/2021 Miguel Ucovich

ucovich@hotmail.com

rezone the land of Sanders to smaller parcels

This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan
update. has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
This comment

X

522

4/21/2021 Miguel Ucovich

ucovich@hotmail.com

keep this area agriculutral. No need for mass housin here

Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.

X

ucovich@hotmail.com

add a 3 acre park next to the library

This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.

x

blondon@loomis.ca.gov

I’m not able to access archived documents from the town’s website. I’m trying to verify the acreage for Blue Anchor Park and
the skate park. The entire land purchased from UP was ten acres. The park does not seem to amount to 3 acres. I’m wondering
if the adjacent parking lot is included in the 3 acres? Another site indicates it’s only 1.15 acres. I don’t know if it’s accurate,
although visually it makes sense when looked at the entire 10 acres. Thanks for any help you can offer to confirm the park
acreage. See images in email http://www.mapcollaborator.org/cpad/?base=g+photo&y=38.81604&x=121.18529&z=14&layers=mapcollab_cpadng_cpad_ownlevel%2Cnotes%2Cpolygons%2Cuploads&opacs=50%2C100%2C25%2C
90&atype=City&aname=Loomis%2C+Town+of
Parks

Acreage will be updated

523

524

4/21/2021 Miguel Ucovich

4/22/2021 Bonnie London

X

X

525

4/22/2021

krks1960@gmail.com

This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.

X

Parks and
Land Use

This is being considered by the Town, but the actions lie outside the scope of the General Plan.

X

Land Use
and Housing

This is being considered by the Town, but the actions lie outside the scope of the General Plan.

X

Housing

The Town has adequate, appropriately zones sites available to meet the lower-income RHNA, however this
approach may provide a way to provide a surplus of affordable housing. This is being considered by the
Town and may be included in a program.

X

Housing

Remember that when we originally bought Heritage Park, the no-net-loss rule wasn’t in effect. The original
idea, according to some folks, was that we’d buy the property for a tree preserve. But the Town never
reverted the property back to acreage. Doing so now would require the Town to upzone other parcels to
accommodate the 40 units that would be lost if HP were not allowed to be built as housing.

X

Our open space is a large part of our appeal. We're not a sea of rooftops like our neighbors. Let's keep it that way.

The reports that popped up when I did a google search are for council meetings January 10th and 30th, 2012; and a
public hearing in October or November 2009. February 2010 and March 2011 popped up in a new search too.
<image0.jpeg>
These are the articles which also came up and I’m just trying to put the pieces together from objective sources.
https://goldcountrymedia.com/news/1166/town-to-revert-heritage-park-subdivision-to-acreage/
https://goldcountrymedia.com/news/25132/Loomis-buys-heritage-park-ii/
I understand the no-net-loss rule but also taking into consideration our significant park deficit (1 acre/1000 residents
instead of 5 acres/1000 residents...we should have 35 acres and instead have 7.5 acres which includes 2 acres of
parking lot!).
Mark made the suggestion we should strongly consider adding more parks/open/green spaces in our more densely
populated areas since that’s where the people are. Makes sense and may help build community which is needed and
goes along with Michele’s point that we need to do more things together (hope you’ve seen her presentation by now
because it’s really, really good).

526

4/24/2021 Bonnie London

blondon@loomis.ca.gov

It might be worthwhile to consider a slightly more dense product in the upper triangle of Heritage Park and leave the
rest for park/open space/trails since it’s also along the freeway. That would also conform nicely with Stonegate on the
left which is also a nice and affordable product in a naturally beautiful location. https://www.realtor.com/real estate and
homes-search/Stonegate_Loomis_CA).

X

In terms of ideal affordable sites, not sure Heritage Park is the best location anyways. It lacks the same ease of
access to groceries, schools, services and transportation as the former Village site. I really, really hope Stonebridge
considers some affordable units in Hidden Groves even if we don’t get an inclusionary zoning ordinance in before their
project submission.
Also, in order to get some assistance for a park/open space area, developer funds will be needed so maybe a market
rate, missing middle product like a cottage court or pocket neighborhood development might be more appropriate.
Might be interesting to run it by Mike Paris since that seems to be BlackStone’s target market. Not sure we’d want to
cram 40 units in that smaller section so would still need to identify other sites but we have a surplus of inventory sites
in all income levels, especially in the moderate category.

527

4/24/2021 Bonnie London

blondon@loomis.ca.gov

Last, I’ll forward an email from someone I know who’s connected with Pastor Casey at LBC UCC. I’ll reach out to him
but if there’s interest in affordable housing on their church property, that’d be an ideal site for families because it’s
close to schools and I think there may be less community pushback if it’s located on the church site with support from
the pastor and congregation but that’s a lot of “ifs”.
<image0.jpeg><image1.jpeg>

X

This may be something to consider and approach some of our faith based communities to see if there’s any
interesthttps://www.dailydemocrat.com/2019/06/17/bay-area-churches-building-housing-in-gods-backyard/ See
picture in email "YIGBY (affordable housing at church sites). These are better sites for information: https://yigby.org/

528
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4/24/2021 Bonnie London

4/24/2021 Bonnie London

blondon@loomis.ca.gov

https://ternercenter.berkeley.edu/wpcontent/uploads/pdfs/Mapping_the_Potential_and_Identifying_the_Barriers_to_FaithBased_Housing_Development_May_2020.pdf

blondon@loomis.ca.gov

Sorry to bother you on the weekend but I’ve been reading up on the Housing Element for Tuesday’s PC. I’m trying to
understand some of the issues logistically and historically on some of the vacant sites. I’m not able to access any
archived council reports on Heritage Park and when I enter “Heritage Park” to search the town website, it doesn’t yield
any results.
Can you please send me previous staff reports on Heritage Park?

land use

530

4/24/2021 Bonnie London

teamlondon2113@gmail.com

Would love to see a variety of shops and experiences in downtown on Taylor Rd. Some ideas: a book/record store,
theater for live performances, independent films and speakers, maker space for arts, crafts &amp; pottery, and
healthy food options.

531

4/24/2021 Bonnie London

teamlondon2113@gmail.com

The library has a lot of underutilized space. Maybe an outdoor amphitheater for music, plays and movies in the park?

teamlondon2113@gmail.com

It’d be great to see more unique and welcoming public spaces throughout the downtown corridor for sitting and
gathering.

Parks

Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.

This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.

532

4/24/2021 Bonnie London

Parks

Thank you for the ideas. This is addressed at a General Plan level in the draft Economic
Development
and Finance
Element.
The
idea of additional
regular
and special events is addressed in the Economic Development
and Finance Element, and the library is identified in an implementation measure for the
purpose
of events
andprovided
exhibitstointhesupport
of the Economic
Development
FinanceGeneral
Element
This
comment
has been
Town Council,
Town Planning
Commission,and
appropriate

X
X

X
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4/24/2021 Bonnie London

teamlondon2113@gmail.com

Trails throughout Loomis!!! While people may disagree on a lot of things, one thing we all agree and love is the natural,
rural beauty of the town we live in. The best way to appreciate and enjoy it is walking and biking on trails which are
quiet, peaceful and safe.
Parks

534

4/25/2021 Bonnie London

blondon@loomis.ca.gov

We have a significant deficit of parks. I thought Mark’s comment about creating more park spaces where we have the
most people living, and focusing on trails in the periphery for connectivity since open space is built into the larger lots
made a lot of sense.

Parks

Comment noted

X

blondon@loomis.ca.gov

When we worked to save the library, our message was “Libraries Build Community” and “the Loomis Library is the
heart of our community”. The library has a lot of underutilized space and will be partnering with the UC Master
Gardeners to create active learning gardens. It would make a lot of sense to create more community space around
the library for music in the park, movies in the park, Shakespeare in the park, farmer’s market, etc.

Parks

Comment noted

X
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4/25/2021 Bonnie London

The proposed increase in allowable density is on land zoned for Central Commercial and with the Town
Center Commercial designation. This has confirmed to be accurate in the Housing Element and will be
clarified with the Planning Commission.

Staff Report: 2nd page, “...the Town must include a program (Program 11) to increase the allowable density from 15
units per acre to 20 units per acre for mixed use projects in the Tourist Commercial land use designation and in the
Central Commercial zoning districts.”

Program 11 reads: "To ensure the Town has sufficient capacity beyond the required Regional Housing
Needs Allocation (RHNA), the Town will amend the General Plan Land Use Element to increase the
allowable density in the Town’s Tourist Commercial (CC) land use designation from 15 units per acre to 20
units per acre and will amend the Zoning Code to increase the allowable density in the Central Commercial
zoning district from 15 units per acre to 20 units per acre." Therefore, the reference to this program is
accurate. The Programs 9, 10, and 11 that the commenter is referring to is from the "Review of Previous
Housing Element" and not of current programs. Please see the current Goals, Policies, and Programs
beginning on page V-103 of the Draft 2021-2029 Housing Element.

Program 11 is about limited conditions which allow counting existing units toward RHNA so does not address changes
in density.
Page V-47: Sites Appropriate for Lower Income Housing cites Central Commercial and Town Center Commercial, not
Tourist Commercial so wondering if this is an error on the staff report?
Programs 9 & 10 address identifying sites for 20 units/acre. Are one of these the Program referred to for increasing
density from 15 to 20 units/acre? If so, it’s not clear whyall mixed use projects in different areas should allow 50%
residential, especially in the Tourist Commercial area where the majority of the subcommittee members are not in
favor of residential.

536
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4/26/2021 Bonnie London

4/26/2021 Bonnie London

blondon@loomis.ca.gov

blondon@loomis.ca.gov

ADU - The town’s projection of 3 per year and 24 for the 8 year cycle is too low. The state of California passed
legislation to increase production of ADU's; Placer County has launched a campaign with a goal to achieve 700
ADU’s. They’re investing heavily in this area by creating awareness, promoting production, offering incentives and
providing free plans;
https://www.placer.ca.gov/accessory homes
https://fb.watch/5662kIo5Pe/
The City of Auburn is capitalizing on the county’s work and set a goal of 15 per year/120 for the 8 year cycle to meet
extremely low, very low and low RHNA numbers;
Auburn permitted 1 in 2018 and 2 in 2019
Loomis permitted 4 in 2018 and 3 in 2019
Auburn’s projected ADU capacity is 120

Housing

539
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4/26/2021 Bonnie London

4/26/2021 Bonnie London

4/26/2021 Bonnie London

blondon@loomis.ca.gov

The Housing Committee members expressed support for allowing residential development in commercial
areas, as long as it maintains the commercial character, no sites are developed at 100% residential, and
traffic concerns are addressed. Currently, the Town does not allow any commercial sites to develop with a
fully residential project and limits residential density. The Town currently prohibits residential uses on the first
floor of a mixed-use project in the Central Commercial zone district to maintain the retail frontage . Please
refer to Section 13.42.140 of the Zoning Ordinance regarding mixed-use project requirements.

X

Placer County and the City of Auburn both have a history of more ADUs being permitted and programs in place or
developments planned that will increase the number of ADUs. Placer County issued an average of 17 permits for
ADUs per year from 2013-2017 and issued 64 permits for ADUs in 2020. While Auburn only approved one ADU in
2018 and two in 2019, they approved 7 from January to September 2020 marking a significant annual increase and
the City is currently reviewing a subdivision that plans for ADU development, providing an additional 64 ADUs to the
projection. For both Placer County and the City of Auburn, this history of ADU development and programs, including
Placer Countty's ADU campaign, were sufficient to make the higher ADU projections than were made for the Town of
Loomis.

Housing

Program 11: Under limited circumstances, State law allows local government to count existing units toward meeting
their Regional Housing need.
We have existing units and should work hard to capture them
Sierra Meadows Apartments: 28 units
Taylor Road Apartments: 6 units
There are more but these are the obvious ones and could add 34 units to our count

538

X

X

Housing

The commenter is referring to a program from the "Review of Previous Housing Element", not the current
2021-2029 Housing Element Program 11. Existing units may be counted toward the Town's RHNA if it
meets one of the following criteria: 1) the unit(s) will be substantially rehabilitated to remain habitable, 2) the
unit(s) will be converted from market-rate to affordable, or 3) the unit(s) are currently affordable but at risk of
converting to market-rate but are preserved at affordable rates. There are no existing housing units in
Loomis, including Sierra Meadows Apartments or Taylor Road Apartments, that meet any of these criteria

X

X

X

blondon@loomis.ca.gov

If we added 80 ADU’s + 34 existing units, we’d be up to 114 units for Extremely Low and Low RHNA numbers. This is
a better alternative than compromising commercial property which could generate much needed revenue for our town.

Housing

As described above, the Town cannot count any existing units toward RHNA. While the Town may consider
increasing the ADU projection, not all can be counted toward the lower-income RHNA. SACOG conducted
an affordability analysis of ADUs in the Sacramento Region, released April 2020, finding that for ADU
projections jurisdictions in Sacramento, Placer, and El Dorado Counties may assume that 15% of ADUs are
affordable to extremely low-income households, 6% of ADUs are affordable to very low-income households,
and 35% are affordable to low-income households.

blondon@loomis.ca.gov

Sorry, I overlooked Program 8 on inclusionary housing ordinance. I thought the Housing subcommittee was extremely
open and direct about advising an inclusionary housing ordinance. I was surprised to see Program 8 to be an
extremely watered down version of what I heard discussed.

Housing

Please see new Program 9 regarding recommending adoption of an inclusionary housing ordinance

Thank you for your comment. This is where the Town has identified sites for the bulk of their lower-income RHNA.
Behind Raley’s is really the ideal location for affordable housing: close to groceries, schools, services (library), etc.

This is being considered by the Town, but the actions lie outside the scope of the General Plan.

While the town owns Heritage Park, those sites are listed as above moderate in the housing inventory. With the
surplus land act, could the town offer a portion of the land to Stonegate for above moderate homes in exchange for
true affordable units behind Raley’s? Ideally, the sites on Heritage Park which run parallel to the freeway could be
designated as park with production and maintenance fees built into the development. It seems like it’d be a win-win
solution, generate actual production of affordable units, negate the need to compromise commercial sites with greater
economic potential, provide community benefits and much needed park space, and hopefully meet the needs and
desires from different town residents who often have competing interests.

Thank you for this comment/offer. The Town has contacts at several affordable housing providers but will consider
this approach. This action lies outside of the scope of the General Plan as the Town has spoken with St. Anton
Community Partners, Briliant Corners, and NC Brown Development regarding the required zoning for affordable
development, which is inside the scope of the General Plan.

If you need assistance getting in touch with an affordable housing nonprofit to see if this is a viable option, I can reach
out to Veronica Blake for contacts.

Housing

9166526836 ruskly66@gmail.com

Traffic backing up on the off ramp could be helped (going to King Road) along a frontage road. this would stop backup
on the freeway and keep the king road traffic from going thru town. usually in the afternoon.

Circulation

4/26/2021 Russ Kelley

9166526836 ruskly56@gmail.com

There is no reasonable bike lane from the Horseshoe Bar stop signs to the I80 overpass. We need a bike lane and
walking path.

Circulation
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4/26/2021 Russ Kelley

9166526836 ruskly56@gmail.com

A pathway or trail (walking ) could be established along the Creek to connect Horseshoe Bar and I80 to brace Road.
This was at one point proposed. It could come out somewhere in the vicinity of Betty Lane.

Parks

545

4/27/2021 Laura Richardson

9168658817 lrichardson@kfh.org

Can this on ramp be fixed. I don't know how many times I've been run off the road by semi-trucks that do not yield to
oncoming traffic. There needs to be a much longer on-ramp lane.

Circulation

546

4/27/2021

Disagree with up zoning along Sierra College. Residents didn't buy property on Bankhead Rd to have the zoning
change to accommodate higher density. Don't be another Rocklin! Keep Loomis rural.

land use

This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.
This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.
This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.
This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.

EJ

Reference has been added to the setting and the introduction of the element . The Code you noted is
interrelated to SB 1000 and essentially places requirements on OPR in relation to Environmental Justice
and that they must set General plan parameters for jursidictions in which a disadvantaged community exists.

X

541

4/26/2021 Bonnie London

542

4/26/2021 Russ Kelley

543

blondon@loomis.ca.gov

pammynpups@gmail.com

4/28/2021 Carolyn Macola

3025 Taylor Road, Loomis,
CA 95650

(937) 474-0851

McMurdo2007@yahoo.com
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4/28/2021 Carolyn Macola

3025 Taylor Road, Loomis,
CA 95650

(937) 474-0851

McMurdo2007@yahoo.com
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4/28/2021 Carolyn Macola

3025 Taylor Road, Loomis,
CA 95650

(937) 474-0851

McMurdo2007@yahoo.com
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4/28/2021 Carolyn Macola

3025 Taylor Road, Loomis,
CA 95650

(937) 474-0851

McMurdo2007@yahoo.com

547

551

4/28/2021 Carolyn Macola

552

4/28/2021 Carolyn Macola
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4/28/2021 Carolyn Macola
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4/28/2021 Carolyn Macola

3025 Taylor Road, Loomis,
CA 95650
3025 Taylor Road, Loomis,
CA 95650

3025 Taylor Road, Loomis,
CA 95650
3025 Taylor Road, Loomis,
CA 95650

I didn't see any mention of CA GC§65040.12 which provides provisions for general plans to perform 4 key functions
under the EJ umbrella. Assuming I am interpreting this regulation correctly, the difference between GC §65040.12 and
SB 1000 is that SB 1000 specifically mentions "disadvantaged community". GC§65040.12 is much broader and does
require general plans to meet 4 objectives. If my interpretation is correct, would offer words to the effect that the Town
is aware of both regulations and chooses to incorporate both GC§65040.12 and SB 1000 to be proactive.
Words to the effect…SB1000 provides specific actions to those areas of CA designated as a "disadvantaged
community". However, CA GC 65040.12 provides four overarching goals that a community's General Plan needs
to aim for as much as possible. These 4 goals are incorporated below for future Town growth
consideration/incorporation .

While this is a great goal, the Town achieves this through the wording of EJ-1 and through the Town's land
use planning and CEQA process.

X

Goal EJ-1 aligns with those Elements and in fact all the elements in the General Plan.

X

32d

While this is a great goal, the Town achieves this through the wording of EJ-1 and through the Town's land
use planning and CEQA process.

X

27a

Goal EJ-1 aligns with those Elements and in fact all the elements in the General Plan.
I recommend refraining from this as DTSC may update Eviroscreen at any time, and open cases can
become closed cases, and new cases may arise. It's more accurate to reference Eviroscreen and allow for
users to check the database at the time the information is sought. While these cases affect the overall
rating placed within the area in which the Town is located, it is one of many factors and has not resulted in a
significant impact on the Town's overall rating. Langauge has been added to indicate the rating inclues
areas outside of Town.

EJ
EJ

McMurdo2007@yahoo.com

Words to the effect...Landowners owning property containing/possessing hazardous materials/hazardous waste
are encouraged to contact the Town for help in removing/cleaning-up the hazardous materials/hazardous waste
safely to minimize/prevent a future EJ "disadvantaged community" rating if possible .

(937) 474-0851

4/28/2021 Carolyn Macola

3025 Taylor Road, Loomis,
CA 95650
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4/28/2021 Carolyn Macola

3025 Taylor Road, Loomis,
CA 95650

(937) 474-0851

McMurdo2007@yahoo.com
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4/28/2021 Carolyn Macola

3025 Taylor Road, Loomis,
CA 95650

(937) 474-0851

McMurdo2007@yahoo.com
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4/28/2021 Carolyn Macola

3025 Taylor Road, Loomis,
CA 95650

(937) 474-0851

McMurdo2007@yahoo.com

4/28/2021 Carolyn Macola

3025 Taylor Road, Loomis,
CA 95650

(937) 474-0851

McMurdo2007@yahoo.com

(937) 474-0851

kerry_m_jones@msn.com

Consider an Implementation Measure EJ-1.1.1.2: Words to the effect...The Town shall consider community
amenities such as community gardens to combat current and future food scarcity . (Aligns with SB 1000 purpose
regarding food access.)
Consider an Implementation Measure EJ-1.1.1.3: Words to the effect...The Town shall consider community
amenities such as community cold storage to combat loss of frozen/cold food; i.e. during PG&E (other energy
providers) rolling black-outs. (Aligns with SB 1000 purpose regarding food access.)
Consider an Implementation Measure EJ-1.1.1.4: Words to the effect...The Town shall consider community
amenities such as community laundry facilities for those unable to wash/dry clothes; thereby, alleviating polluting
local lakes, streams, canals with detergents/bleach/other hazardous materials . (Aligns with SB 1000 purpose of
public facilities.)
Consider an Implementation Measure EJ-1.1.1.5 Words to the effect… The Town shall consider community
amenities such as a community cooling center/products (i.e. bottled water, cooling fans, etc.) to combat health
issues associated with extreme heat. (Aligns with SB 1000 purpose of public facilities.) If adopted, the EJ measure
could align with Public Safety also (depending on the final document).
Create as many opportunities as possible for the town to come together: Concerts at the train depot, parades, festivals, theater
performances at Del Oro (we need more!), shut down Taylor for an evening of food trucks, outdoor movies, etc.
Hire a PR person who can be a really good liaison between the town and the Council.
Encourage business to support each other (example- Ace sells mandarins from a local farm)

565

4/28/2021 Kerry Jones

kerry_m_jones@msn.com

Keep Taylor charming but lively: Keep essential services like the hardware store and (sadly former drug store and tack supply) on
Taylor, not just high priced eateries.
Properly light all the windows so that passers-by can see businesses inside rather than a black hole
Flower baskets on the light posts!
Continue to help update and beautify storefronts
Close it down occasionally for street parties
Create walking paths that are well-lit to encourage more foot traffic and keeps walkers off King and Horseshoe Bar
Stop us from becoming an island: Help Placer County Land Trust buy the development rights to the rural land outside of town
limits
Promote micro farming
Look to UC Davis for a possible partnership working the land

566

4/28/2021 Kerry Jones

kerry_m_jones@msn.com

Build a community pool or sports complex with tennis and basketball courts to further positive interactions between citizens

4/28/2021 Kerry Jones

X

Per the April 19th, 2021 meeting, this proposed goal noted above would align with the Town's General Plan Section III,
Land Use and Community Development and Section IV, Circulation .

McMurdo2007@yahoo.com

564

X

Goal EJ-1 aligns with those Elements and in fact all the elements in the General Plan.

McMurdo2007@yahoo.com

Words to the effect…Appendix XYZ lists those "closed" clean-up sites noted on CalEPA's Enviroscreen that are
outside the Town of Loomis' boundaries yet that are included in the Town of Loomis's rating due to the census
block methodology used to calculated what constitutes a "disadvantaged community" .

4/28/2021 Kerry Jones

EJ

McMurdo2007@yahoo.com

McMurdo2007@yahoo.com

563

X

While this is a great goal, the Town achieves this through the wording of EJ-1 and through the Town's land
use planning and CEQA process.

(937) 474-0851

(937) 474-0851

562

Goal EJ-1 aligns with those Elements and in fact all the elements in the General Plan.

(937) 474-0851

3025 Taylor Road, Loomis,
CA 95650

558

X

EJ

Would recommend including GC§65040.12's third provision as the Town's EJ-4 goal: Propose methods for providing
for the location of new schools and residential dwellings in a manner that seeks to avoid locating these uses in
proximity to industrial facilities and uses that will contain or produce material that because of its quantity,
concentration, or physical or chemical characteristic, poses a significant hazard to human health and safety.

4/28/2021 Carolyn Macola

3025 Taylor Road, Loomis,
CA 95650

X

Goal EJ-1 is written to address all four of the goals in 65040.12. Since Loomis is not a disadvantaged
community and has very low potential to become one, creating multiple goals or using the. wording of the
OPR goals is not required.

EJ

556

4/28/2021 Carolyn Macola

These goals are referenced in the setting.

32a

Per the April 19th, 2021 meeting, this proposed goal noted above would align with the Town's General Plan Section III,
Land Use and Community Development and Section IV, Circulation .

McMurdo2007@yahoo.com

557

6a

McMurdo2007@yahoo.com

(937) 474-0851

kerry_m_jones@msn.com

X
X

IX-1

McMurdo2007@yahoo.com

3025 Taylor Road, Loomis,
CA 95650

X

IX-1

(937) 474-0851

4/28/2021 Carolyn Macola

X

EJ

(937) 474-0851

555

X

EJ

Would recommend including GC§65040.12's first provision as the Town's EJ-2 goal: Propose methods for planning
for the equitable distribution of new public facilities and services that increase and enhance community quality of
life throughout the community, given the fiscal and legal constraints that restrict the siting of these facilities.
Per the April 19th, 2021 meeting, this proposed goal noted above would align with the Town's General Plan Section III,
Land Use and Community Development ; Section IV, Circulation ; Section VI, Public Services, Facilities, and
Finance ; and Section VII, Conservation of Resources .
Would recommend including GC§65040.12's second provision as the Town's EJ-3 goal: Propose methods for
providing for the location, if any, of industrial facilities and uses that, even with the best available technology, will
contain or produce material that, because of its quantity, concentration, or physical of chemical characteristic,
poses a significant hazard to human health and safety, in a manner that seeks to avoid overconcentrating these
uses in proximity to schools or residential dwellings.

Would recommend including GC§65040.12's fourth provision as the Town's EJ-4 goal: Propose methods for
promoting more livable communities by expanding opportunities for transit-oriented development so that residents
minimize traffic and pollution impacts from traveling for purposes of work, shopping, schools, and recreation.
Per the April 19th, 2021 meeting, this proposed goal noted above would align with the Town's General Plan Section III,
Land Use and Community Development , Section IV, Circulation and Section VI, Public Services, Facilities, and
Finance .

X
This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.

EJ

IX-1

IX-1

IX-1

32b

32c

EJ

EJ

IX-1

EJ

IX-1

27b

EJ

IX-2

7a

The state manages this and the Town should be cautious about adding such wording as it places a certain
degree of responsibility on the Town which would not own or have contributed to the hazardous situation,
and in which the Town cannot control landowner behaviors. The process involves the state and the
landowner and in some cases may be quite costly. The Town is not in a position to intervene or fund these
endeavours as they cannot control what the landowner ultimately does or agrees to do with the state.
Since the Town is so far away from being a disdvantaged community, a great strategy for the Town is to
address environmental justice through the regular policies in each of the other elements. THis ensures that
all members of the community have access to a healthy. environment and that the. Town ensures it does not
become a disadvantaged community through poor planning. This concept will be forwared to the. parks
committee for consideration.

EJ

IX-2

7b

It is important to note that PG&E outages also affect Town facilities. So the community cold stoeage unit
would be just as at risk as individual storage units.

EJ

IX-2

7c

EJ

IX-2

7d

X

X

X

X
X

Per the Housing Element community background data, there is only one homeless person in Town on
average, therefore, the potential for waterway pollution is very low. Often local churches and social service
groups will provide vouchers for such services, and that would continue to be appropriate.
Such services are already provided. The Town works with the County and local social service organizations
to provide cooling centers, such as at the Vet's Hall. However, an implementation measure has been added
for the Town to work with local service organizations and the county to enhance the health and well being of
the community.

X

X

Several policies and implementation measures within the Economic Development and Finance Element of
this General Plan update support local businesses, promote a vibrant and active downtown, and support
tourism throughout the Town in many formats.

X

This is addressed through policies and implementation measures within the Economic Development and
Finance Element within Volume I of the General Plan Update.
This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.
This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.

X

X
X
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4/28/2021 Kerry Jones

kerry_m_jones@msn.com
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4/28/2021 Kerry Jones

kerry_m_jones@msn.com
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4/28/2021 Kerry Jones

kerry_m_jones@msn.com

This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.
This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.

Build a dog park
Have Del Oro students become more involved in town activities: Have the welding kids make signs, benches, etc.
Have a student reporter attend or be briefed on Town Council goings-on
Bring back the old Loomis News
Require that the next piece(s) of land that we zone as high-density/affordable, be developed in exactly that way, so that we
don’t just keep moving the zoning around and in the mean time creating urban sprawl with cookie-cutter housing
developments. We NEED to attract young families if we’re going to remain vibrant. New families bring new businesses and new
energy into the schools.
We also NEED to stop being so fear-based and selfish, and find a way to accommodate underserved groups like seniors and
special needs adults. Affordable housing does not mean it will be full of criminals!

570

4/28/2021 Kerry Jones

kerry_m_jones@msn.com

571

4/28/2021 Kerry Jones

kerry_m_jones@msn.com

Clean up the town website- it isn’t very welcoming, and the links are confusing. The town of Winters has a good one, for
example.
When sending out Council meeting emails, write one or two sentences or bullets points about what exactly is going to be talked
about. Most people won’t go the town website to find out all the details- it’s too overwhelming, and clicking on the agenda link
almost never helps because it’s all formalities.

X
X

This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.
This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.
This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.

X
X
X

572

4/29/2021 Martha Merriam

marthamerriam@yahoo.com

Define what the Town of Loomis Study Area covers explicitly. Define here and use it throughout to limit the covered
area. Also define project area, project vicinity, Loomis Area, Loomis Basin, and any other areal designations.

Cultural

1

573
574

4/29/2021 Martha Merriam
4/29/2021 Martha Merriam

marthamerriam@yahoo.com
marthamerriam@yahoo.com

remove Paleontology from this section - belongs in geology and will be very short
in general need to flow better -hard to read as they are.

Cultural
Cultural

1
32-3
p. 5-9

575
576
577
578
579
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4/29/2021
4/29/2021
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Martha Merriam
Martha Merriam
Martha Merriam
Martha Merriam
Martha Merriam

marthamerriam@yahoo.com
marthamerriam@yahoo.com
marthamerriam@yahoo.com
marthamerriam@yahoo.com
marthamerriam@yahoo.com

Cultural
Cultural
Cultural
Cultural
Cultural

4/29/2021
4/29/2021
4/29/2021
4/29/2021

Martha Merriam
Martha Merriam
Martha Merriam
Martha Merriam

marthamerriam@yahoo.com
marthamerriam@yahoo.com
marthamerriam@yahoo.com
marthamerriam@yahoo.com

Cultural
Cultural
Cultural
Cultural

38 and 3
26
22-4
30

Text revised for clarity.
Mention of source has been removed from the text.
Comment noted
Added

X
X

X
X
X
X

584

4/29/2021 Martha Merriam

marthamerriam@yahoo.com

is the 1893 birds-eye view of Newcastle available for the report? Reference?
William Perkins discussion is not necessary.
Japan Town Atlas needs to be in references
does the Town of Loomis General Plan Study Area cover the same area as the similarly named area on P 1 line 3?
Same with P 13 lines 6-7

6
6
6
6
7
7 and
8
8
9
9

7
16
19
22
20

580
581
582
583

Chavez 1982 ref?
“projectile points” definition needs to be on P 1
“Martis Culture” definition needs to be on P 1
Kroeber 1929 ref?
two kinds of family houses are referred to but only one is discussed
this discussion is very confusing. Was Pine Grove House renamed Smith-something? Did the name Loomis come
from Lew G. Smith? This is unclear.

Text has been added.
It is not appropriate in the geology section for this document as the geology section primarily relates to
health and safety rather than resources. FYI, impacts to paleontological resources will be addressed in the
General Plan Environmental Impact Report (EIR) under the Geology and Soils section, since
paleontological resources are a product of the underlying geology.
Noted
This citation has since been updated and all references are provided in Section 13, References, of Volume
III of this General Plan Update.
There is no succinct definition for this term. The term has been removed and text revised.
There is no succinct definition for this term. The term has been removed and text revised.
All references are provided in Section 13, References, of Volume III of this General Plan Update.
This discussion has been removed from the text.

Cultural

10

23

The Study area is the Town limits

X

X

marthamerriam@yahoo.com

Paleontology Section should not be included here. This discussion has nothing to do with Loomis and is part of the field
of Geology, included in Section 7. Safety & Noise Issues, Seismic and geologic Hazards, Regional and Local Geology
P 1 line 19
Cultural

X

X

585

4/29/2021 Martha Merriam

586

4/29/2021 Martha Merriam

3

X

X
X
X
X
X

It is included here as CEQA includes paleontology with Cultural Resources and the Geology section is in
relation ot health and safety moreso than resources. FYI, impacts to paleontological resources will be
addressed in the General Plan Environmntal Impact Report (EIR) under the Geology and Soils section,
since paleontological resources are a product of the underlying geology.

13-14

X
X

x
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4/30/2021 Carolyn Macola

3025 Taylor Road, Loomis,
CA 95650

(937) 474-0851

McMurdo2007@yahoo.com
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4/30/2021 Carolyn Macola

3025 Taylor Road, Loomis,
CA 95650

(937) 474-0851

McMurdo2007@yahoo.com

Is the WPA Secret Ravine Bridge (#19C-0136) on Brace Rd considered historic? Should it be included in this section? Cultural
From the April 21, 2021 Zoom meeting, there was a statement to the effect that the local hazards mitigation plan
(LHMP) would be incorporated into this element. Would offer that the most current LHMP be incorporated as the
LHMP is updated every 5 years vs. the Town's General Plan's every 10 years.
Safety
From the 2016 County LHMP, one of the Town's goal was to integrate the LHMP into the safety element of the
General Plan - add a statement to the effect that this was accomplished (which demonstrates continuity as well as
consistency (in case any future federal funds are prioritized)).
Safety

589

4/30/2021 Carolyn Macola

3025 Taylor Road, Loomis,
CA 95650

(937) 474-0851

McMurdo2007@yahoo.com

Consider renaming "Existing General Plan" to "Current General Plan" for ease of reading as well as to align
alphabetically with this Section VIII's format.

590

4/30/2021 Carolyn Macola

(937) 474-0851

McMurdo2007@yahoo.com

Consider moving "Fire" heading between "Emergency Response and Evacuation" and "Flooding" headings for alphabetical
Safety
ease of reading.

591

4/30/2021 Carolyn Macola

(937) 474-0851

McMurdo2007@yahoo.com

Consider adding a new goal….words to the effect...the Town of Loomis will work to build its own Community
Emergency Response Team (CERT) following FEMA's outline.

Safety

1

Add

592

4/30/2021 Carolyn Macola

3025 Taylor Road, Loomis,
CA 95650
3025 Taylor Road, Loomis,
CA 95650
3025 Taylor Road, Loomis,
CA 95650

(937) 474-0851

McMurdo2007@yahoo.com

Recommend adding "county" and/or "local" to this goal.

Safety

1

Goal #1

593

4/30/2021 Carolyn Macola

3025 Taylor Road, Loomis,
CA 95650

(937) 474-0851

McMurdo2007@yahoo.com

Consider adding a new goal…words to the effect..."To reduce risks, from both an environmental as well as health
perspectives, associated with rolling blackouts"

Safety

1

Add

The goals have been revised and this is no longer applicable.
This has been taken into consideration in the development of related policies and
implementation measures to ensure appropriate response measures are in place in such
emergency situations.

594

4/30/2021 Carolyn Macola

3025 Taylor Road, Loomis,
CA 95650

(937) 474-0851

McMurdo2007@yahoo.com

Consider adding a new goal…words to the effect..."Loomis will work with Placer County to determine the feasibility of
establishing a Fire Department on the other side of the railroad tracks to ensure continuity of care as well as to reduce
emergency response times."

Safety

1

Add

Emergency access and evacuation, including through mutual aid agreements, is addressed in
the draft Public Health and Safety Element, though this specific idea has not been included.

X

595

4/30/2021 Carolyn Macola

3025 Taylor Road, Loomis,
CA 95650

(937) 474-0851

McMurdo2007@yahoo.com

Consider adding a new policy…words to the effect..."Loomis shall develop a voluntary listing of its residents needing
special assistance during an evacuation, i.e. medical supplies, animals, mobility issues, etc.

Safety

1

Add

Emergency access and evacuation, including through mutual aid agreements, is addressed in
the draft Public Health and Safety Element, though this specific idea has not been included.

X

596

4/30/2021 Carolyn Macola

3025 Taylor Road, Loomis,
CA 95650

(937) 474-0851

McMurdo2007@yahoo.com

Does this goal apply to the Fire Department personnel? If so, then would reword to state that fact. Otherwise, please
identify who exactly is being trained and to what regulation/standard.

Safety

2

10

597

4/30/2021 Carolyn Macola

(937) 474-0851

McMurdo2007@yahoo.com

This item was noted in the 2016 LHMP, consider adding a statement to the effect that this goal was accomplished
which would demonstrate consistency and continuity.

Safety

2

11

598

4/30/2021 Carolyn Macola

(937) 474-0851

McMurdo2007@yahoo.com

From the 2016 LHMP, there is a goal of evaluating the local bridges - does this goal need to be included?

Safety

2

Add

599

4/30/2021 Carolyn Macola

(937) 474-0851

McMurdo2007@yahoo.com

From the 2016 LHMP, there is a goal of completing the Delmar Avenue Headwall Reconstruction Project - does this goalSafety
need to be included?
2

Add

600

4/30/2021 Carolyn Macola

(937) 474-0851

McMurdo2007@yahoo.com

From the 2016 LHMP, there is a goal of creek maintenance at Secret Ravine & Antelope Creek - does this goal need to Safety
be included?

2

Add

601

4/30/2021 Carolyn Macola

(937) 474-0851

McMurdo2007@yahoo.com

From the 2016 LHMP, there is a goal of reconstruction of Brace Bridge at Secret Ravine - does this goal need to be included?
Safety

2

Add

602

4/30/2021 Carolyn Macola

(937) 474-0851

McMurdo2007@yahoo.com

From the 2016 LHMP, there is a goal of raising flood-prone houses along Loomis creeks - does this goal need to be included?
Safety

2

Add

An implementation measure to address this topic has been added to the committee draft
Public Health and Safety Element.
This could be included if the Town deems appropirate, but in general, the Public Health &
Safety Element defers to the LHMP for such details.
This could be included if the Town deems appropirate, but in general, the Public Health &
Safety Element defers to the LHMP for such details.
This could be included if the Town deems appropirate, but in general, the Public Health &
Safety Element defers to the LHMP for such details.
This could be included if the Town deems appropirate, but in general, the Public Health &
Safety Element defers to the LHMP for such details.

603

4/30/2021 Carolyn Macola

(937) 474-0851

McMurdo2007@yahoo.com

Add, "Hazardous Waste" to this title which would then include policy #15.

Safety

3

Title

Hazardous "waste" has been added.

X

604

4/30/2021 Carolyn Macola

(937) 474-0851

McMurdo2007@yahoo.com

Typo, "hazard9us" should read "hazardous"

Safety

3

Typo fixed.

X

3

14
PowerPoint
Slide

The document is not a source in the General Plan Update Element or Setting volume and is not cited in the
references section of the General Plan Update.

X

4

1

Text has been revised for accuracy and clarity.

X

Add

This is a generic goal and there is no specific quantifyable value to define quiet.

X

7

Text revised.

X
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4/30/2021 Carolyn Macola
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4/30/2021 Carolyn Macola
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5/1/2021 Bonnie London
5/1/2021 Bonnie London

marthamerriam@yahoo.com
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CA 95650
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CA 95650
3025 Taylor Road, Loomis,
CA 95650
3025 Taylor Road, Loomis,
CA 95650
3025 Taylor Road, Loomis,
CA 95650
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CA 95650
3025 Taylor Road, Loomis,
CA 95650
3025 Taylor Road, Loomis,
CA 95650
3025 Taylor Road, Loomis,
CA 95650
3025 Taylor Road, Loomis,
CA 95650
3025 Taylor Road, Loomis,
CA 95650
3025 Taylor Road, Loomis,
CA 95650
3025 Taylor Road, Loomis,
CA 95650

(937) 474-0851

McMurdo2007@yahoo.com

(937) 474-0851

McMurdo2007@yahoo.com

What is the Town of Loomis's definition of "quiet"? A specific number or range of numbers would add clarity for this segment
Noise
of the element.
4

(937) 474-0851

McMurdo2007@yahoo.com

Typo - "appropriate ness" should be "appropriateness".

McMurdo2007@yahoo.com

Would reword this policy to read more like #18, i.e. during daylight hours and if there is no feasible alternative. For
example, an exemption would be during extreme heat days when the safest time to perform outside work is either very
early in the morning or late at night to avoid heat stress related injuries/illnesses.

(937) 474-0851

teamlondon2113@gmail.com
teamlondon2113@gmail.com
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5/1/2021 Bonnie London
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5/1/2021 Bonnie London

5/1/2021 Bonnie London

Noise
Policies

Shouldn't the word "create" be "minimize"? The sentence is confusing as currently written.

teamlondon2113@gmail.com
teamlondon2113@gmail.com

616

Please include the date of the source document used, "State of California Model Community Noise Control Ordinance ".
Noise

McMurdo2007@yahoo.com

5/1/2021 Bonnie London
5/1/2021 Bonnie London

5/1/2021 Bonnie London

Safety

(937) 474-0851

612
613

615

No, Caltrans has evaluated this bridge and determined it does not meet the criteria for listing

A community member sent me this video about Serenbe, GA because it shows what happens when there’s an
overriding vision in community planning.
Program 11: Please change line 7 “Town’s Tourist Commercial” to Town Center Commercial (CC).

Noise

Noise
Housing and
Land Use
Housing

Since the two vacant parcels in Town Center Commercial (CC) are the only sites needed to meet housing objective
Program 11, could we add a high density overlay to those two sites (total 4.7 acres) instead of increasing residential
density throughout the entire Town Center Commercial district? A targeted approach will meet the objective while being
responsive to input from the community which has clearly informed us they do not like nor want change.
Housing
Program 12: Objective 3 ADU’s per year (24 for 8 year cycle)

Housing

teamlondon2113@gmail.com

The town of Loomis permitted 4 ADU’s in 2018 and 3 in 2019. This is more than neighboring cities, such as Auburn
and Rocklin who set much higher goals (15 and 35 per year respectively).

Housing

teamlondon2113@gmail.com

An objective of 3 units per year is a low bar which reflects no increases in the next 8 years, and fails to capture a
mixed use project on Taylor Road which has already broken ground and will yield 9 ADU’s on that site alone. Those
lots are small but town staff has received numerous calls of interest about that housing product.

Housing

teamlondon2113@gmail.com

Loomis has 958 acres of Residential Agricultural (4.6 acres), Residential Estate (2.3 acres) and Rural Residential (1
acre or more) parcels. Loomis is a small town but almost half of the residential land is on large acreage lots. If only 1%
of this acreage added one ADU per year, it would yield 9.58 ADU’s or 76.64 for the 8 year cycle.

Housing

teamlondon2113@gmail.com

Recent state legislation has significantly reduced or eliminated fees for many accessory homes. Placer County is
offering free home plans for additional cost savings. In the past two weeks, I’ve had neighbors, friends and residents
request more information about ADU’s.

Housing

5

6

17

X

X

Yes, the LHMP will be incorporated into the General Plan and this is made clear in the draft
Public Health & Safety Element.

X

X

This has been added to the Public Health and Safety Element.

X

X

This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

Thank you. Our Element is organized in the same manner as the Setting Report, and the
thought partly was to organize by importance specifically and locally rather than alphabetically.
An implementation measure regarding the Town establishing an emergency response
committee has been added to the Public Health and Safety Element for consideraiton.

This policy has been revised for the Town to work with local and regional emergency response agencies to
implement and update a Local Emergency Operations Plan that would address training, among other items,
rather than imply that the Town will be responsible for such training.
This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.

This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.
This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.

X
X

Correct
The number of ADU's in the goal is based on the number of ADUs built in the past 4 years and based on the
state formula that HCD requires to generate a feasible target. HCD will reject a higher goal and if the Town
fails to meet that goes, will be held accountable mid-cycle and forced to rezone or make other changes or
otherwise face noncompliance at which time the State may impose new requirements and the Town may
lose access to grant funding.
The number of ADU's in the goal is based on the number of ADUs built in the past 4 years and based on the
state formula that HCD requires to generate a feasible target. HCD will reject a higher goal and if the Town
fails to meet that goes, will be held accountable mid-cycle and forced to rezone or make other changes or
otherwise face noncompliance at which time the State may impose new requirements and the Town may
lose access to grant funding.
The number of ADU's in the goal is based on the number of ADUs built in the past 4 years and based on the
state formula that HCD requires to generate a feasible target. HCD will reject a higher goal and if the Town
fails to meet that goes, will be held accountable mid-cycle and forced to rezone or make other changes or
otherwise face noncompliance at which time the State may impose new requirements and the Town may
lose access to grant funding.
The number of ADU's in the goal is based on the number of ADUs built in the past 4 years and based on the
state formula that HCD requires to generate a feasible target. HCD will reject a higher goal and if the Town
fails to meet that goes, will be held accountable mid-cycle and forced to rezone or make other changes or
otherwise face noncompliance at which time the State may impose new requirements and the Town may
lose access to grant funding.

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X
X

Corrected

This is spot zoning.

X

X

X
X

X

X

X

X
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620

5/1/2021 Bonnie London

5/1/2021 Bonnie London

5/1/2021 Bonnie London

teamlondon2113@gmail.com

Some community members are interested in multigenerational living. Seniors on fixed incomes or home owners
struggling with increased cost of living expenses are interested in supplemental income so they can remain in their
homes with greater financial security.

Housing

teamlondon2113@gmail.com

ADU’s are the easiest and cheapest way to produce affordable housing for our seniors, families, workforce, students
and community members with special needs. It gives residents an opportunity to contribute to a diverse housing stock
based on their individual needs and circumstances. It also allows them to be part of the solution.

Housing

The number of ADU's in the goal is based on the number of ADUs built in the past 4 years and based on the
state formula that HCD requires to generate a feasible target. HCD will reject a higher goal and if the Town
fails to meet that goes, will be held accountable mid-cycle and forced to rezone or make other changes or
otherwise face noncompliance at which time the State may impose new requirements and the Town may
lose access to grant funding.
The number of ADU's in the goal is based on the number of ADUs built in the past 4 years and based on the
state formula that HCD requires to generate a feasible target. HCD will reject a higher goal and if the Town
fails to meet that goes, will be held accountable mid-cycle and forced to rezone or make other changes or
otherwise face noncompliance at which time the State may impose new requirements and the Town may
lose access to grant funding.

Housing

The number of ADU's in the goal is based on the number of ADUs built in the past 4 years and based on the
state formula that HCD requires to generate a feasible target. HCD will reject a higher goal and if the Town
fails to meet that goes, will be held accountable mid-cycle and forced to rezone or make other changes or
otherwise face noncompliance at which time the State may impose new requirements and the Town may
lose access to grant funding. The Town will prioritize this program

teamlondon2113@gmail.com

Please consider making Program 11 a top priority to meet RHNA at all income levels.

621

5/3/2021 Maureen Valli

mduffyvalli@gmail.com

622

5/3/2021 Maureen Valli

mduffyvalli@gmail.com

Consider allowing zoning changes to allow the construction of duplexes or triplexes in single family zoned neighborhoods.

Land Use
and Housing

623

5/3/2021 Maureen Valli

mduffyvalli@gmail.com

In an effort to economize on land use and construction costs, build duplexes and/or row houses on vacant properties near
town.

Land Use
and Housing

624

5/3/2021 Maureen Valli

mduffyvalli@gmail.com

Identify where roundabouts would be feasible

Circulation

625

5/3/2021 Maureen Valli

mduffyvalli@gmail.com

Extend bike trails to connect to Rocklin bike trail at Sierra College Blvd and Taylor rd through town to Del Oro and Horseshoe
Bar road at Taylor to Raley’s.

Parks

626

5/3/2021 Maureen Valli

mduffyvalli@gmail.com

Include community gardens in building sites. This would not only be an amenity that would draw people to the development, it
would support a reduction in greenhouse gases.

Parks

This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.
This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.
This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.
This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.
This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.

627

5/3/2021 Maureen Valli

mduffyvalli@gmail.com

Plant trees and shrubs downtown to enhance curb appeal, minimize heat and reduce greenhouse gases.

628
629

5/3/2021 Maureen Valli
5/3/2021 Maureen Valli

mduffyvalli@gmail.com
mduffyvalli@gmail.com

Plant saplings around each construction site to offset emissions.
Designate a carpool pick-up location for residents working in Sacramento

Circulation

Preserving and expanding the tree canopy is addressed in the draft Conservation of
Resources Element.
Preserving and expanding the tree canopy is addressed in the draft Conservation of
Resources Element.
This is addressed in the Conservation of Resources Element.

5/3/2021 Maureen Valli

mduffyvalli@gmail.com

Designate downtown buildings to add 2nd floor living space

land use

631

5/3/2021 Maureen Valli

mduffyvalli@gmail.com

Build a road that runs parallel to downtown so that streets can be cordoned off for downtown events and cars can be diverted
to the alternate road.

Circulation

632

5/3/2021 Maureen Valli

mduffyvalli@gmail.com

633

5/3/2021 Bonnie London

teamlondon2113@gmail.com

3690 Bankhead Road
Loomis, CA 95650
634

5/4/2021 Thor Lude

5/4/2021 Thor Lude

636

5/4/2021 Thor Lude

637

5/4/2021 Sonja Cupler

mtnrelaxn@gmail.com

916-215-2312

mtnrelaxn@gmail.com

916-215-2312

mtnrelaxn@gmail.com

Y

3690 Bankhead Road
Loomis, CA 95650
635

916-215-2312

916-218-9411

cuplerclan@sbcglobal.net

Why is Loomis wanting to build soo much housing right at the freeway? If you drive up and down I-80 you'll see
commercial at the freeway frontages. Why does Loomis do it backwards? We've light industrial and commercial closer
towards in Town and zoning high density housing at the freeway. It doesn't make any logical sense to me.

5/4/2021 Sonja Cupler

cuplerclan@sbcglobal.net

639

5/5/2021 Ramona Brockman

ramona.brockman@gmail.com

640
641

5/5/2021 Ramona Brockman
5/5/2021 Ramona Brockman

ramona.brockman@gmail.com
ramona.brockman@gmail.com

643

644

5/5/2021 Greg Obranovich

5/5/2021 Gretchen Zeagler

5/5/2021 Gretchen Zeagler

645

5/6/2021 Thomas Savage

646
647

Gina Giambruno

648
Gary Liss
649

GObranovich@loomis.ca.gov

9166224897 westonzeagler@sbcglobal.net

9166224897 westonzeagler@sbcglobal.net

thesavageman@gmail.com
ginagiambruno16@gmail.com

These townhomes in Roseville by the Fairway Target aren't too bad. Streets are more narrow than usual and no garages facing
the street helps, but too redundant in architectural design. See images file
Bonnie shared this video with me about a new "agrihood" development in Georgia - its a new urbanist mosh of Americana and
European styles that reminds me more of traditional urban to rural transect development patterns like this.
https://www.lewis.ucla.edu/research/flawed-law-reforming-california-housing-element/
See images file for photos liked

This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.

X
X
X
X
X
X
X
X
X

x
x

This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.

x

64

The draft Conservation of Resources Element includes policy establishing that the Town will
support land use and transportation projects that reduce GHG emissions (including relatively
compact and mixed-use development, infill develoment, etc.).

x

Circulation

This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.

x

General

Noted. Information is being shared with everyone and all may choose to participate as much or as little as
they wish.

17,18,27

Land use

This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.
This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.

Land use
land use

Noted
Noted. Thank you for sharing.

Land

x

X

x
x
x
x

This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.

X

Circulation

This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.

X

X

Circulation

This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.

Greenbelt/Ag Belt: Currently there is a nice green space visible from the freeway that separates Loomis from Rocklin
and Penryn. As towns grow into each other its important to have distinct lines 'this is Loomis vs. Rocklin, having a
green space buffer or green/ag belt around our city limits would help preserve that distinction. With the towns desire to
keep that small 'rural' feel, adding greenspace in key locations would greatly aid in preserving our identity.

land use

While the draft Conservation of Resources Element does include some related policy
guidance, it does not identify specifcs on this topic at this time.

questions regarding
Generalon
Plan
Update committees
consider/study
roundabouts
Horseshoe
Bar Road at each of the I-80 ramps. Mario - See pages 5-88 of
20210324183225719.pdf

General
Circulation

e commerce and that we should consider using in the GP "Emerging Tech Brew" See pages 89-102 of
20210324183225719.pdf
The Housing Element should include a goal that calls for the phased implementation of new housing projects in
Loomis, rather than a single, major developer trying to do everything all at once. That was downfall of The Village
project- it tried to do too much without enough phasing.

X
X

Shared

This comment would most directly apply to the Environmental Justice Committee, conservation of resources committee and circulation
committee and appropriate sub-committees.
One of the most commented on problems in Loomis is the traffic problem, specifically along Taylor road between king and Horseshoe Bar
Rd to the freeway. The problem most often occurs before and after school due to children being driven by car to and from Del Oro, Loomis
Elementary and Clarke Powers schools.
This problem has been steadily growing over the years and is growing worse as more people and businesses enter the area.
This traffic congestion contributes to:
GHG (Green House Gasses), declining LOS (level of service) for traffic flow, lower productivity as people spend more and more time in their
cars, increased costs for circulation (road) improvement and more.
In years past children were efficiently transported to and from school by public school busing programs which were publicly funded. Most
kids went to and from school via a school bus.
I believe what occurred is that the public funding was pulled due to declining funds as a result of lower property tax revenues from prop
13 and possibly other factors.
Families were being asked to pay 5-6 hundred dollars per year for their children to ride the bus to school. Many chose to drive their kids
to school instead. This has now become the norm.
I would like to start the conversation to reverse this process and re-introduce the widespread use of school busing. I know that this would
be a significant social change and would meet a lot of resistance.
The cost of the current practice is high: Wasteful use of fuel, increased C02, increased public cost for road improvements to mitigate for
traffic congestion, valuable personal time being wasted etc.
The cost for funding a public school transportation system would be far less than continued spending on road improvements.
Currently there are programs for carbon trading, where corporations buy carbon credits by putting money into carbon credit banks which
can be spent to decrease carbon emissions elsewhere, if they are not able to meet their carbon reduction goals. Kind of like in lieu of fees
for trees, parks etc. Perhaps some of this money can be identified and used for this kind of a program.
I believe that this is a good solution to this problem, however not an easy one.
I would like to see the appropriate General Plan Committees at least discuss this option, start the conversation and perhaps at least enter it
into the element document as something to explore.

On a consistent basis Taylor is highly congested and overwhelmed with traffic. It is difficult to get through town or
reach the freeway within a reasonable amount of time. The majority of cars traveling south on Taylor Road coming
from Del Oro High School are turning left on Horseshoe Bar road. The traffic backs up to King Road consistently.
Without an expansion of traffic lanes there is insufficient infrastructure to continue to sustain this flow. This is not new,
it is a growing problem.
Traffic on Sierra College Blvd is continually congested travelling south from Barton Road to Granite Drive and
travelling North from Barton Road to Taylor Road. It is clear that much of this traffic is coming from outside of the
town as development in the surrounding areas have congested Highway 65 and made Sierra College Blvd into a
favored commute route for travel between Lincoln, Rocklin and Roseville. it is unconscionable to think that more
development is planned without expanding roads.

X

47,48,
66
and
67

Circulation
Finally, I see no mention of the traffic signal at Bankhead Road and Sierra College. I understand at one time there were plans to
install one. At a minimum the Signals and King and Taylor and Sierra College should be interconnected.
I'm concerned that this simultaneous running of General Plan Update Committees is information overload for most
citizens of Loomis. In the past GP Updates we have not done it this way, we had a committee a size of 10-15 went
through element one at a time, and it was the same people all the way through. I'm concerned that this is being rushed
through and citizens are unable to keep up with the information and participate in an important part of what will direct
the Town for the next 20 years.

Y

This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.
This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.

Does lines 17, 18 and 27 work in conjunction with each other OR are they independent? Also, it does not seem like there will be
much future development on Bankhead Road that would trigger these events. What assumptions or changes were
used/considered?

Y

3690 Bankhead Road
Loomis, CA 95650

638

642

The attachment gives examples of housing types that would have a reduced carbon footprint, reduced construction costs and
increased housing opportunities.
https://docs.google.com/presentation/d/1x1EoiyoeSVj_BDuvrXacFH6qv4SQgl0jEpkDiy1gHPg/edit?usp=sharing
Can you please share this with the Planning Commissioners for today’s meeting, and also with Land Use members for
all subcommittees? https://www.washingtonpost.com/national/california-census-data-instatemigration/2021/04/24/f6713afc-a1ea-11eb-9b58-c2af37714c3e_story.html
The Tables/Maps show a present traffic count of 407 and 670 and projected traffic count of 2800 and 3800 on Bankhead Road.
It is unclear to me how the projected traffic count, which represents an approximate 6 times increase, was derived. Is the
increase the result of Bankhead Road and its surrounding roads (Saunders, etc.) being fully developed based on current zoning
OR is there an assumption that as Taylor congestion increases Bankhead Road will be taking some of the pressure off Taylor or
both?
Circulation

X

Very interesting ideas. We do have draft policy related to promoting electric vehicle uptake in
the draft Conservation of Resources Element, and while these idease might be too specific for
policy or implementation measures, they could be cited as examples, perhaps.

Coordinate with an electric car distributor to set up a booth(s) at the Eggplant Festival and/or other to promote electric cars for
eliminating greenhouse gases. Have a contest or a carbon offset goal for the town.
General

630

X

Economic
Housing

x
X

Noted as responded

X

-

-

This comment has been provided to the Town Council, Town Planning Commission, appropriate General
Plan Committee, General Plan Technical Staff and Town staff for consideration in preparing the General
Plan update.
A program to include phasing plans in development agreements will be included in the Planning Commission
staff report for their consideration.

X
X

650

Gary Liss

651

Gary Liss

Development impact fees are addressed in the Economic Development and Finance Element of Volume I of
this General Plan Update. Implementation meausres have been refined to provide for the flexibility of the
Town to review and update development impact fees as necessary, with the stated goal of at least every two
The Town is currently preparing these materials and is expected to complete them by summer 2021. Upon
completion, they will be posted on the Town website to be made available to all residents and prospective
developers.

The Town 's Fee Ordinance needs to be updated every 2 years to support Housing Element goals with funding to
support necessary traffic and utility improvements over time so the Town is not reliant on a single developer to fund
improvements
be needed.
Were
handout that
s forwill
developers
referenced in existing programs of the past Housing Element prepared and distributed
to developers? If so, please provide those to this Committee.

Housing
Program 6 - instead of referencing CDBG specifically, should refer to seeking funding from state and federal
programs to support affordable housing. For the Status column to say that CDBG wasn't pursued because the Town of
Loomis wasn't eligible should not mean the Town doesn't pursue this from other state and federal funding sources.

652

Gary Liss

This refers to Program 6 of the 2013-2021 Housing Element. The previous Program 6 has been updated
and is now Program 8 in the 2021-2029 Housing Element. It identifies several state and federal funding
sources, including CDBG, Self Help Housing (CalHome Program), HOME, and other financing resources,
as appropriate. The Implementation Status for the previous Program 6 identifies that the Town will revise the
program to include more proactive efforts, which has been done through the new Program 8.

Housing
Program 7 - The column is marked continue, but the Status column says the Town does NOT plan to carry this
program forward. The Town should continue this program and implement it as soon as Town staff are able to pursue it.

653

Gary Liss

Housing

Gary Liss

X
Please see new Program 9 regarding recommending adoption of an inclusionary housing ordinance and
Program 19 regarding universal design standards.

Housing

X

Program 9 -What does "Modify" mean? Need to be more specific. The recommendations should be more explicit that
the Town wants to make it economically attractive for downtown landlords to convert any existing properties to afford
able housing beyond density bonuses (e.g. Existing program #5). Should include not just parking reductions, but also
arranging for developers to pay for parking spaces in public parking areas that would count towards their parking
requirements.

655

Gary Liss

656

Gary Liss

Modifications are typically language changes, but the intent of the program remains the same. Please see
slides 17-19 of Housing Committee Meeting #3 for specific modifications
(https://loomis.ca.gov/documents/housing-committee-march-31-2021-meeting-power-point-presentation/)

Housing

X

Program 10- need to update for new RHNA numbers

This comment is referring to programs from the previous Housing Element. The 2021-2029 RHNA numbers
have been used throughout the 2021-2029 Housing Element.

Housing

X

Program 11- consider working with existing apartment complex next to proposed COSTCO project to convert some or
all non-affordable dwelling units to affordable dwelling units. That may be desirable to current owners, particularly if
coupled with other incentives, as the rental value of those apartments and the resale value of that complex may be
negatively impacted once COSTCO is built.

657

Gary Liss

658

Gary Liss

659

State law requires all rental units to accept Section 8 vouchers and the Town does not currently have
funding to subsidize units independently. Additionally, conversion of occupied units would result in
displacement of current tenants and intentional concentration of affordable housing in an area expected to
have negative surrounding uses, which is a violation of the Fair Housing Act.

Housing
Programs 13, 21 and 31 - add mPO WER, which is Pioneer Community Energy's program that finances energy
efficiency and water conservation improvements, and property owners repay it through their property tax bill (closed
until COVID shelter in place order is lifted)
Program 22 - how much housing in Loomis is substandard? Do we need this program?

Gary Liss

X
These programs have been combined into the new Program 21 which addresses mechanisms of
encouraging energy efficiency in housing.

Housing

X
The comment is referring to programs from the previous Housing Element, please see the new Program 17.
Please see the Housing Conditions assessment in the Community Profile, the Town has included this
program to provide safe and accessible housing for all residents of Loomis.

Housing

X

The RHNA allocation should be met by the current RH-20 Overlays for the area that was to be The Village, as that
was already approved by Council and that area remains a good potential for meeting those needs. Any Rezones that
may be necessary to meet 2021-2029 RHNA to accomplish that should be included in the recommendations.

660

Gary Liss

661

Gary Liss

The Town will be able to meet their lower-income RHNA through ADU projections and the 7 acres to which
the RH-20 Overlay applies. The Town has included Program 11 to increase the density allowed in the CC
zone district from 15 to 20 units per acre to provide a surplus to the RHNA that the Town can rely on if the
RH-20 Overlay is not developed with affordable units.

Housing
The recommendations should be more explicit that the Town encourages 2nd houses on acreage (accessory dwelling
units, ADUs) to meet affordable housing needs.

X
Please see Program 12.

Housing

X

The Town should encourage the development of duplex housing on corners of new single- family developments like
was done in Roseville at Santa Fe Circle and Union Str meet, where the driveways to each unit are on different
streets, so they appear to be single-family homes on their respective streets.

662

Gary Liss

A program to include encourage duplex housing con corners of new single-family developments will be
included in the Planning Commission staff report for their consideration.

Housing

X

There's rumor of a proposal to develop a major housing development at Horseshoe Bar Road and Interstate 80 (the
site for the proposed Turtle Island and The Loomis Marketplace). That needs to be confirmed and addressed in this
Housing Element.

663

Gary Liss

664

Gary Liss

The Housing Element only identifies vacant and underutilized sites that are currently available for
development for residential development. There is no application received to address in the Housing
Element.

Housing
Spell out what abbreviations mean the first time they're used in a Chapter (e.g. ADUs). Or have a listing of
abbreviations at the end that can be consulted.

X
The General Plan will include a glossary of terms.

Housing

X

Add to Table of Contents "V" before numbers, to be consistent with the Chapter's numbers at the bottom of the pages.

665
666

667

668

Gary Liss

The Housing Element format will be consistent with the General Plan as a whole

Housing

Gary Liss

Does the Residential Overlay for Turtle Island area contradict the initiative language Jean Wilson referenced at
today's Committee meeting?

Housing

Martha Merriam

marthamerriam@yahoo.com

I and many of my neighbors use wood/pellets for heating. The Loomis Strategic Energy Resources Report (2015)
projected 178 cords of wood would be used in Loomis in 2020. That value seems very low. A EPA-certified (2020)
wood stove is virtually carbon neutral and government agencies encourage their use. Maybe Loomis should as well, or
at least encourage replacing old stoves.
Replacing a non-EPA-certified stove with an EPA-certified (2020) stove allows you to claim a rebate of from $500$2500 from Placer County: https://www.placer.ca.gov/7124/Incentive-Available-to-Replace-Pre-1988And until December 2020, the IRS offered a $300 tax credit for either installing a new stove or replacing an old stove:
http://www.forgreenheat.org/incentives/federal.html

Air

marthamerriam@yahoo.com

In rural Loomis natural gas is not available and we have local companies servicing propane holding tanks on an asneeded basis. The 2015 report cited above notes that, “...there is potentially significant propane and other non-utility
fuel use in Loomis though due to data limitations, this fuel use was not analyzed.” (p. 8, 2nd paragraph, 2nd line).
Seems important to discuss since many home have propane as their primary energy source outside of electricity.

Martha Merriam

X

The Town has incorporated incentives for affordable housing into Programs 4, 7, 8, and 13.

Programs 8 and 25 - The Town should adopt an inclusionary and Universal Design Ordinance as a priority to facilitate
meeting RHNA obligations and needs of those wishing to down-size or begin to live in Loomis (e.g. seniors, service
workers, teachers, first responders and starter homes for new families). The Status report should say that the Town
will pursue this, not just "gage interest in this".

654

X

X

X
The Residential Overlay (RH-20 Overlay) does not apply to the Turtle Island area.

Air

X

3

3

7

Thank you. This topic is being considered for the purposes of policy and implementation
measures available to reduce air pollutant and greenhouse gas emissions, and a related draft
Implementaion Measure has been added to the Conservation of Resources Element.

X

7

Thank you. Propane, as an important energy source in the Planning Area, has been added to
the Natural Resources Setting, under the Energy subsection and considered for the Element
update.

X

ALL ABOVE THIS LINE HAVE BEEN SENT

669

670

5/11/2021 Russ Kelley

5/11/2021 Sonja Cupler

ruskly@outlook.com

With the hardware store now going to both sides of the street and new traffic at the Miehl property we need
to do something better at the intersection. It is my understanding that several people have been almost hit in
the hardware / main drug crosswalk.
As we continue to have problems with the crosswalk control (both are working on and off, they seem to be a
maintenance problem.
suggest we put a lighted stop sign system at this corner on all four sides. Other options may be better but with
the new activity in business’s and to many people traveling after hours, going to fast. This might help to
control and make a safer intersection to cross.
This may be a better option than signals.

just want to say that I have some concern in regards to a report that a consultant made
during the General Plan Update and it was for the environmental justice committee meeting,
which environmental justice that name seems to be a misnomer because it doesn’t really
have anything to do with justice about the environment, it has to do with groups in society
that are disadvantaged, and the report that she made regarding environmental justice
covered an area outside of the Town limits of Loomis. It was information or a report from
CalEPA and it covered part of Loomis and then part of Rocklin. And she provided a bunch of
reports and information and things like that and when I asked her in the meeting about that
going over our town limit line, her comment back to me was well that our numbers are so low,
kind of like we didn’t need to worry about it I guess. And what I’m concerned about is because
this General Plan update is supposed to be for the next 20 years, what if in fact in the future
those numbers that they watch pertaining to this element do go up and what if the numbers
are outside of our boundaries? And so I’m just wondering about that. It just kind of didn’t add
up for me.

Environmental Justice Element addresses the environment in relation to disadvantaged
communities. For example, this element does not just address safe drinking water, but
extends that discussion to address whether or not safe drinking water is available for all
members of the community or only some members of the community, creating
inequitable access. The report provided during the Environmental Justice committee
meeting was the report prepared by CalEPA who is charged with monitoring
Environmental Justice in the state. As noted on slide 12 of the Environmental Justice
Committee meeting presentation, “The CalEPA maintains an environmental justice
program and an environmental justice task force that coordinates compliance and
identifies disadvantaged communities…Maintained by the CalEPA, The California
Communities Environmental Health Screening Tool (CalEnviroScreen) identifies
disadvantaged communities by providing a mapping data tool to identify communities
disproportionately affected by environmental pollution.” The map provided showed an
area that addresses all of Loomis, not a portion, and which includes areas outside of
the Town boundary, including a portion of Rocklin east of Sierra College Boulevard and
portions of the County between Loomis and Penryn and between Loomis and FolsomAuburn Road. These are US census block group areas that CalEPA uses to analyze
data. Neither the Town nor CalEPA have control over the US Census block group
boundaries; however, the data within the US Census block groups is the most accurate
data available. Since it is the data that CalEPA uses to rank communities for
environmental justice issues and designate disadvantaged communities, this is the
data that must be used in the Environmental Justice Element. As indicated by
CalEPA’s maps, reports, and the data presented during the committee meeting and in
the Environmental Justice Setting section of the General Plan, Loomis does not
contain and is not located near a CalEPA designated disadvantaged community. The
nearest disadvantaged community is located in Sacramento County, which means
Loomis’s neighbors (Rocklin, Roseville, Lincoln, Penryn, Granite Bay) are not
disadvantaged communities and rank similarly low in having potential to be a

x

x

5/11/2021 Sonja Cupler

And the other thing as well is I know there are a lot of committee meetings going on right now
and its pretty fast and furious. I thought I heard there are 17 different committees with 3 to 6
meetings a week. And I don’t know if there is a way to do a synopsis somehow of what
happened at the meetings because most people don’t have time to sit through an hour or two
hours of meetings to figure out what happened and because this is all happening pretty
rapidly, if there is a way that members of the public can really find out and know and
understand what exactly is going on.

672

5/11/2021 Mima Capital LLC

673

5/13/2021 Scott Toussaint

674

2/10/2021

Housing Element Committee

675

2/10/2021

Housing Element Committee
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2/10/2021

Housing Element Committee
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2/10/2021

Housing Element Committee

678

2/10/2021

Housing Element Committee
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2/10/2021

Housing Element Committee

HousingSurvey–timing and surveyquestions
Units per acre (20 –30)land availability and infrastructure feasibility
Typesof Housing –Terms and definition–Population served
inclusionary housing requirement
High Density housinglocations, more locations with not as higher
density vs a higher density use consuming less acreage. Mixed use
in regards residential and commercial locations.
How and when to rezone density in order to meet RHNA numbers
Issues and programs that are covered by other General Plan
Elements, but have an affect on the Housing Element

3/24/2021 Lorraine Thiebaud

Conservation of Resources
Committee Meeting

Asked about Historical resources, any special species plants, any specificor endangered
wildlife.Where to find information. Also asked about energy conservation on new
construction –it is possible to incentivizein order to encourage compliance?

671

680

4120 Douglas Blvd. #306175
3861 Delmar Avenue
Loomis, CA 95650

916-315-8877

admin@mimacap.com

Mima Capital owns the following parcels in the SW corner of town just north of the Rocklin City line: 030-130-028 / 030-130014 / 030-130-033 / 030-130-032 / 030-110-001 / 030-110-002
These parcels comprise a total of approximately 58 acres and Mima Capital wishes to express a
desire for the land use designation in this area to be changed from Residential Agricultural (4.6ac
min.) to Rural Residential (40,000ft2 min.). This minor increase in density will ensure the
residential nature of the area is preserved while also making it possible to create additional
housing which has been identified as an ongoing need. Furthermore, approximately 69% of the
existing parcels in this area do not conform to the minimum lot size of the current land use
designation making re-designation an appropriate action to take as part of the General Plan
update process. Additionally, access to the existing PCWA water main on Delmar Ave and
SPMUD sewer main located in "The Park" neighborhood (Rocklin) are currently available via
existing easements making development at this moderate density feasible. Lastly, the
neighboring land uses in the City of Rocklin are currently a mixture of high density housing and
light industrial. A slightly higher density on the Loomis side of the City limits would be appropriate
as a neighboring use without sacrificing the character of the area.
Thank you for your consideration.

916-663-7766

scottinloomis@gmail.com

No comment on the General Plan Update Land Use Sub-Committee for the Sierra College Blvd NW of Railroad ROW area

Thank you for your participation in the General Plan Update process. Each committee
meeting is recorded to the Town’s YouTube channel and may be viewed by the public
at their convenience. Meeting minutes are also taken and those minutes serve as a
synopsis of what occurred at the meeting. Those minutes can be found on the Town’s
website at https://loomis.ca.gov/general-plan-update-committee-meetings/. Simply
select the committee of interest and then select the minutes you wish to view. With
both the minutes and the recorded meetings, the public can use both tools as much or
as little as they wish. The public may submit written comments regarding a meeting or
any of the documents posted to the General Plan Update website at any time.
Comments may be submitted to Town Hall or emailed to the General Plan Update
email: GPUpdate@loomis.ca.gov. Comments may also be made on Social
Pinpoint https://loomis.mysocialpinpoint.com where you can place a pin on a map of
Loomis to identify the location of your specific concerns and comments. All the
comments from meetings, social pinpoint, email, and written submissions are reviewed
by the Town and general plan update consultants who then compile and respond to
the comments and use that public input to draft changes to the General Plan.

x
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X

X

X
Volume III of the Genearl Plan Update contains resource-specific setting information, including that
regarding historical resources and special status species. However, the location-specific data regarding
cultural and historical resources is protected information. Therefore, the setting identifies what exists, but
does not provide location information. Similarly, there is not a map of special status species or habitat of
this. CDFW does maintain this info, but does not want detailed locational map of this data published. The
setting section provides information on specific plant and wildife species with special-status that have a
potential to occur within the Town limits. Please consult the setting section for a discussion of how these
species were determined to potentially occur within the Town.
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3/24/2021 David Ring

Conservation of Resources
Committee Meeting

Ask about the integrity of the reports and viable sources.He also stated that reliable
informationis hard to find.
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3/24/2021 Melissa Netzel

Conservation of Resources
Committee Meeting

Ask about ground water delineation.

As discussed during the meeting, the State law requirements are part of the building code applicable to new
construction. The Town can also consider ways to finance or otherwise support and incentivize energy
efficiency improvements to existing structures and operational as well.
Technical reports to support the General Plan Update hace been updated with current scientific information,
applicable technical reports, and professional expertice from Staff and subconsultants. Applicable
information used to prepare the General Plan Update is available from the Town website or you can contact
the Town Planning Department for assistance.

3/24/2021 Lorraine Thiebaud

Conservation of Resources
Committee Meeting

Ask out air quality mandates.

Ground water is not included in aquatic resource delineations. Underground aquifer information is generally
available from the State Water Quality Control Board. More specific information regarding groundwater as it
pertains to the Town is available in Volume III of the General Plan Update.
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3/31/2021 Greg Obranovich
3/31/2021 Gary Liss
3/31/2021 Maureen Valli
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5/8/2021 Michael Hughes
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5/8/2021 Gena Wasley
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690

5/3/2021 Kim Fettke

691

5/3/2021 Kim Fettke

692

5/3/2021 Kim Fettke

693

5/3/2021 Kim Fettke

Housing Element Committee
Housing Element Committee
Housing Element Committee

mhughes250@yahoo.com

togethertraining@yahoo.com
3070 Humphrey Road
Loomis, CA 95650
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Fettke.kimi@gmail.com

Y

Fettke.kimi@gmail.com

asked about meeting recording. And also asked about how the Hidden Grove affects
Housing
asked about the Hidden Grove Project
Inquired about the Homewood Location and mixed use housing

Hello I’m interested in updating or changing some of the setback requirements in the RE
zones. Is this something that can be looked into? Currently it is 25 feet on either side and back
to install a pool. And the way some of the lots are shaped that is impossible to achieve proper
setback and have a functional pool. Is this something that can be looked at on a case by case
basis? Hope this can be addressed or is there anything I can do to help?
What do I think are the best qualities about Loomis that make our community unique? I like
that Loomis has a foundation that is both Ag and Entrepreneurs, who have been rooted here
for generations. I believe this is why Loomis has been able to come up with sustainable
solutions for the town as a whole. We are unique in our balance/ counterbalance and have
valued the contributions of all of our members even when we don't see things eye to eye. We
seem to seek that middle ground. I hope we hold onto this as our culture. May Loomis lead
Placer County by the example we set.
Housing Element in Loomis (which is not “Sac region” or CA, it’s Loomis, it’s own unique place)
Besides DENSITY, this element basically comes down to a discussion about ADUs, mixed use, infill, and
alternative incentives, as summarized in the Introduction.

Volume III includes details about relevant air quality laws and regulations. In addition, while not
a required component of a General Plan, it is a required piece of environmental impact
analyses under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), and the Town and future
development can benefit from addressing this and demonstrating consistency in approach to
air quality and potential impacts as part of the general plan for the purposes of future planning
efforts.
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Fettke.kimi@gmail.com
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Fettke.kimi@gmail.com

My overriding question/concern is- how does this Housing Element fit Loomis? How is it any different than the
ineffective approach we’ve always taken for meeting our regional housing requirements, which is just to
designate certain areas of Town high density? How does this actually achieve any of those requirements so
that we don’t just continue to kick the can down the road? How do we prevent another pickle where we
designate high density areas that are NOT developed in an affordable fashion and do NOT meet our
requirements, forcing us to just designate more areas of the Town as high density? If we ever actually met our
requirements, would we just be given more?
Committee – Wanted an inclusionary housing ordinance, which expresses a desire/intent, which is great but
will it be done quickly enough for our needs?

Fettke.kimi@gmail.com

Open House – Per language in the Element, the community is “divided” on high density and multifamily.
These TWO insufficient meetings, held during the peak of the pandemic during the holiday season, included
only a handful of residents, and likely included a “vocal minority” if the consultants were left with an
impression that the Town is divided. 60% of voting Town residents rejected the density proposed by Village.
The Town is NOT divided on this issue. Residents do not want a concentration of high density in Town;
residents are averse to the development of a “slum”. (For the record, my objections to the Village were not
focused primarily on density issues, but that was clearly the concern for most residents.)
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3070 Humphrey Road
Loomis, CA 95650

Y

Fettke.kimi@gmail.com

Agency – Wants ADUs and high density near services, namely the Village site. Per language in the Element,
these agencies say there is an “imbalance between stock available and what’s in demand,” namely
“smaller rental housing and group homes” – in demand by who? By these regional folks, not local folks.
Not by Loominaries, and not by those who want to live here. People don’t want to live here because
they are attracted to small, high density rental housing. If that’s what they were attracted to, they’d live
someplace else. The low density, rural atmosphere is exactly why Loomis is in demand.
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3070 Humphrey Road
Loomis, CA 95650

Y

Fettke.kimi@gmail.com

Loomis is different and wants to stay different. Loomis needs different approaches to meeting REGIONAL
housing needs imposed on us by the State. I propose that Loomis focus on ADUs, mixed use, infill, and
alternative incentives, not concentrated density.

X
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Fettke.kimi@gmail.com

ADUs and Tiny Homes on Wheels (THOWs) can provide “small rental housing” without changing the character
and perceived density around Town. The numbers estimated in the Housing Element seem extremely low,
though according to the language, perhaps the Town is unable to increase the projected numbers of these
residences because the projections must be based on the number of prior ADUs built? I’d recommend that
the Town provide more encouragement/incentive to develop ADUs and THOWs and less focus on trying to
plan concentrated, high-density, affordable residential complexes that the Town doesn’t want.

X

Fettke.kimi@gmail.com

ADUs and THOWs can even allow young couples/families to build equity by paying off their ADU/THOW while
paying rent to a landowner/family member. They can then later move their ADU/THOW to their own property
as their own residence, or to rent to a tenant to help pay their new mortgage. Likewise, ADUs and THOWs can
provide a manageable residence to special needs adults like my autistic son, and/or the elderly who don’t
want to or can’t maintain a larger residence, while giving these people independence, dignity, pride of
ownership, and a home. E.g., the in-fill area at end of S. Walnut would be well suited for a residential
development with small bungalows and ADU.

X

Fettke.kimi@gmail.com

Mixed use is also a more desirable approach for Loomis than concentrated, high-density, residential
complexes. The Taylor Rd. development by Lorenzo’s is a good example. A good proportion of mixed use
(commercial/residential) at the Village site would also be appropriate. The Town should also consider mixed
use in the form of multi-family MIXED with SFHs spread around Town. If you look at older neighborhoods that
have been successful for decades or even centuries, you see mixed communities, not large concentrations of
SFH or high-density developments. Consider allowing duplexes, tri-plexes, and four-plexes mixed into SFH
areas, especially in-fill parcels.

X

699

5/3/2021 Kim Fettke

3070 Humphrey Road
Loomis, CA 95650

Y

Fettke.kimi@gmail.com

700

5/3/2021 Kim Fettke

3070 Humphrey Road
Loomis, CA 95650

Y

Fettke.kimi@gmail.com

5/3/2021 Kim Fettke

3070 Humphrey Road
Loomis, CA 95650

Y

Fettke.kimi@gmail.com

701
702

3/31/2021 Gary Liss

Housing Element Committee
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3/31/2021 David Ring

Housing Element Committee
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3/31/2021 Tom Savage

Housing Element Committee
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3/31/2021 Greg Obranovich

Housing Element Committee
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3/31/2021 David Ring

Housing Element Committee
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3/31/2021 Gary Liss

Housing Element Committee
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3/31/2021 Jeff Duncan

Housing Element Committee

709

3/31/2021 Jean Wilson

Housing Element Committee
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3/31/2021 Gary Liss

Housing Element Committee
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3/31/2021 Jeff Duncan
3/31/2021 David Ring

Housing Element Committee
Housing Element Committee
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3/31/2021 Greg Obranovich

Housing Element Committee
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3/31/2021 Gary Liss

Housing Element Committee

715
716

3/31/2021 Jean Wilson
3/31/2021 Maureen Valli

Housing Element Committee
Housing Element Committee
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3/31/2021 David Ring
3/31/2021 Gary Liss
3/31/2021 David Ring

Housing Element Committee
Housing Element Committee
Housing Element Committee
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3/31/2021 Lorraine Thiebaud

Housing Element Committee
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3/31/2021 Bonnie London

Housing Element Committee
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3/31/2021 Hector Wolansky
3/25/2021 Jesse Lunsford
3/25/2021 Rebecca Golling

Housing Element Committee
Land Use Sub-Committee
Land Use Sub-Committee
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3/25/2021 Matt Fox

Land Use Sub-Committee
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3/25/2021 Russ Kelley

Land Use Sub-Committee
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3/25/2021 Bonnie London

Land Use Sub-Committee
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3/25/2021 Jean Wilson

Land Use Sub-Committee
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3/18/2021

Land Use Sub-Committee
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3/18/2021

Land Use Sub-Committee
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3/18/2021

Land Use Sub-Committee
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3/18/2021

Land Use Sub-Committee

In-fill parcels: as mentioned above, the Town should consider allowing mixed use
(commercial/residential/multi-family) in in-fill PARCELS around Town, not just the large remaining areas like
the Village. Small multi-family and small commercial would be welcome and fitting spread throughout our
Town and may add some diversity to our community (and diversity doesn’t just mean race).
Incentives: Finally, one of the Commissioners indicated that it’s up to the Town to designate zoning that meets
our requirements but it’s up to the owners/developers to make it happen. I disagree; the Town can and
should build in real incentives and develop real plans to make happen the developments that the Town wants.
Designating high-density areas is NOT the only tool in the toolbox and the Town has a responsibility to go
beyond just designating zoning, which we know is ineffective and kicks the can down the road. E.g.,
ENCOURAGING ADUs.
I realize that we’re under the gun for this Housing Element time-wise, like we always are unfortunately.
However, for the rest of the GP we’ve GOT TO DO BETTER for engaging the Town residents and creating a GP
that is not standard, but is unique to Loomis. We need more effective outreach that engages residents in the
process rather than just notifies them that it’s happening or we’ll end up with a document that is not suited to
the unique needs and qualities of Loomis.

Asked about the site of the former Village property, the housing unit numbers, affordability
and the effect on the housing element
asked about the high density overlay, affordability requirements and about SB 300
definition (acronym)
asked if 20 units per acre reflected as two story and would 30 serve the purpose better;
also an added floor provides more housing using less land
inquired if 20 units per acre would provide the very low affordability needed to meet our
requirements
asked for clarification on the 50% build out listed; also ask about high density housing
downtownreplacing commercial and how to prevent
stated rooftops are necessary to support the commercial growth. Ideas should be
forwarded / referred to the circulation and land use committees
addressed Environmental Justice concern regarding high density build near train
tracks.Gary Liss voiced the same concern about building affordable units next to freeway.
asked about the 2/3 required mixed use rules (applies to AB 330 projects); also asked
about 50% use referenced.Asked questions about goals and policies –things in place;
reduced impact fees, clustered housing and solar stub out in new build.
Voiced concern and opened a discussion regarding the housing element and the needfor
it to focus on the needs of our special needs group first and meeting state numbers
second. Where is this found in the element? Is the RYNA’s need the priority?
Do we have any input from affordable housing groups to develop in the area. How do we
insure the build out of these units.
AskedIs there a way to encourage developers to affordable to come build?
What recommendationsdowe want to move forward to the Land Use committee’s to
ensure the programs we are requesting get put in place?
Can we recommend programs to allow higher density under certain required conditions?
If we go 30 unit per acre / 3 stories –what is the height of this unit andcan our fire
department handle this. Our development standards being reduced, how is this
controlled? Questions on the conversion of mobile home parks policy.
Is there and interest for an upscale mobile home park.
asked for the clarification between CT and CC with Land Use designation and Zoning
District.And requested clarification that the current zoning rules stay as current in the CT
Zoning.
Can we request only phased building of developments?
can we restrict development unit size?
Voice concern about the health effects of living close to freeway and high density housing
eliminating necessary open space.
Can we capture existing ADU units that meet affordability requirements that have not
been counted previously.Asked about how to see the current vacant site maps.
Do we figure in the sq footage of the high density units –add in landscape etc. Voice
concern about the increase in traffic in town due to the higher density, and the ability
toget around town with only 2 major roads in and out of town.
commented that mini parks are successful
most of the bigger parks are located in the county –how do we gain lark land area?
commented on the growthrate. Mentioned that the 1997 Parkland can be found on the
website, healso commented onthe 1997 Park Plan that can be found on thewebsite.
commented on park use in the area. He gave anhistoric backgroundof parks and
parkland growth from the era before Loomiswas a town, and after our incorporation in
1984.
Asked speciallyabout the Parkland inventoryin Loomis –shealso asked about thePark and
Rec Master Plan1197, and the one in 2010that was not adopted by the Town Council..
she also about the“Safe Route to School”plan.Eeden Lee–asked if we have land
availablethat could be use with / without permissionfor recreational
purposes.JesseLunsford –asked how parks are funded, ask if it possibleto stop the
optionof paying in-leiu fees instead of putting in parkland.He also asked about theOak
Woodland andthe funding of this. He commented that he likes the idea of building for the
long view, and partial / phase building is okay as we plan for the future.The 2010
proposed but not adopted Parks and Rec plan is available onthe town website
asked about the viability of checking with PCWA for permission to gain accessalong the
canals for additionaltrail areas. She alsosuggested that we compare the 1997 and the
2010 parks and Rec Master plans to create an up to date park and rec plan.She also
stated that Parks and Open Space are two different categories.Sheopened a discussion
onprivate parks in individual subdivisions and how they count in our total
parkland–Thisopened adiscussion onfunding of parklandand thefunding of park
maintenance–MelloRoos, assessment districtsetc.

Panelists would like to see detail map of discussion area
Explanation of the High Density overlay
Originof Commercial /Tourist zoning districtand the initiative away from residential
useHow does that effect future useand planning of the area.Potential senior
housing in the
“Turtle Island”and the uses for today
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Land Use Sub-Committee
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3/25/2021 Russ Kelley

Land Use Sub-Committee
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3/25/2021 Ramona Brockman

Land Use Sub-Committee

Hotel and overnight lodging
Fuel station uses
Retail study-the effect of Freeway commercialuse on the downtown businesses,
can town accommodateboth?
Road and trafficissues caused by commercial growth in the area. Potential of
connector between Horseshoe Bar and Brace Roads?
How to maintain rural charm with growth in the area.
Importance of incremental growth
Have we defined the Downtown vision –more restaurants , Mixed use to add
housing to the DT area–walkable –parking, requested a status update of the W/W
Moulding property
commented on the desire for a walkable vibrant downtown

Circulation Committee Meeting
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4/7/2021 Tim Onderko

Circulation Committee Meeting
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4/7/2021 Thor Lude

Circulation Committee Meeting
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4/7/2021 Sean Rabe

Circulation Committee Meeting
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4/7/2021 Mike Hogan

Circulation Committee Meeting
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Circulation Committee Meeting
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4/7/2021 Hector Wolansky

Circulation Committee Meeting
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4/7/2021 Thor Lude

Circulation Committee Meeting
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4/7/2021 Brian Baker

Circulation Committee Meeting
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Circulation Committee Meeting
Circulation Committee Meeting

Can the town reach out to Union Pacific and get information on future train schedules and
use in order to determine future traffic at the Sierra College and King Road intersections?
spoke on futuretraffic patterns on the rails. As truck traffic is being discouraged, the
expectation is that traffic on the rails will increaseup to 10%
Spoke on the King Road overpass, stated adesire tosee a frontage road from Horseshoe
Bar Road to King Road, as an alternative to the King Road overpass.
King Road is not a practical solution to the traffic problem. Doc Barnes extensionis
practical and essentialfor traffic solution.
Stated the Doc Barnes is essential to solve many of our trafficissues. Cautions King Road
overpass and futuregrowth plans in Rocklin and Lincoln
Growth ishappening, we need to be prepared and ready for the changes.

Circulation Committee Meeting

Asked for a practical explanation of the change for Level of Service (LOS) and Vehicles
Miles Traveled (VMT) and you see it in practice at the town levelHelp guide land use
policies to place business andresidential developmentsin ways to lessen vehicle
TravelLook at other policies within the GP to set up programs to lessenVMT
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4/1/2021 David Ring
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4/1/2021 Lorraine Thiebaud

Conservation of Resources
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4/1/2021 Maureen Valli
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768

4/8/2021 Lorraine Thiebaud

769

4/8/2021 Jesse Lunsford
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asked for updatedmaps showing revision dates, history,why it was updated, andanindex
of acronyms used; also requesting that mapsbeing updateddue to changes within other
GP elementsbe reflected as such on the major circulationmaps. He also asked about how
weaddress new roads needs within town and on the town borders making connecting to
neighboring areas more efficient.
Echoed Russ’s comments about road connections and talkedabout the newest
circulationelement update in 2016-how there havebeen few changes or updated
needsand how we needto implement the changes and ideas placed in the 2016 update
before we add new changes and updates to this version.
Noted thatthe counts were done prior to COVID –can we expect changes; he also asked
how the major developments in Lincoln and Bickford Ranch will affect our trafficcounts.
He also inquired about the Doc Barnes extension that was proposedand approved in the
Villages at Loomis project asking if it was in this Circulation element.He suggested Union
Pacific
Addressed the questions regarding future developmentsand trafficcounts, mitigation and
the Doc Barnesextension.
Gave a historylayout of the Town’s involvementin SPARTA, and the Bickford Ranch
mitigation. He also addressthe need for the King road overpass and the Doc Barnes
extensionand talked about the need for solid funding sources to pay for these needs. He
discussed the path to these approvals lie withinlegislative approach versus a
Caltransapproval. State a desire for the King Road overpass to be part of our General
Plan,with an auxiliary lane to Horseshoe Bar. Mikealso stated that our traffic problemsare
not due to growth within the town, but instead growth rom outside our borders are
clogging the streets and roads in our town.The town needs more than “traffic
calming”measuresto resolve our trafficproblems.
alsostated that King Road on/off ramps should be in the long range trafficplan in the
circulation element. The DocBarnes extensionalso should remain in the elementlong
range plan.
Stated that round abouts, speed bumps on Taylor Roadand the widening of King Road
could help alleviatetraffic and speeding issues.Stated that the goal should be electric cars
for all residents, and that ride sharing should be encouraged.

4/7/2021 Russ Kelley

4/7/2021 Evan McKenzie

X

Asked about theformer Pine Starr Liquor-use possibilities, zoning requirements,;
and spoke on the parking needs and availabilityin the downtown area.
Referenced the continued issue of parking in the downtown corridor; also asked
aboutthe boundary parametersof this groupBusiness;asked about the use of the
Business Park located behind the RR property.
requested scheduling a walking tour of the downtown Corridor; also asked about
the laws and rules on city owned “surplus”land and the priorities involving
housinguse of the properties.Also spoke on possible grant opportunitiesavailable
for infrastructure improvements
asked about zoning and parkingto be updatedto meet todays need.
Requestedsignage to better direct the public to available parking areas,
discussed joint parking agreements for uses at different times of the day, asked
Definition of scope of this subcommittee boundaries, and would also liketo
seebetter parking signage
spoke on the need to look at the current zoning and parking requirements and
update as needed
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X

asked how and when Data is gathered for the settings–She also asked about the effectsof
climate changeand intense weather events have on the Oak woodlands –Also asked
about the town’s process on clearing brush, vegetation and trees for wild fire prevention.
Asked the energy settings in the General plans and how current theyare. Asked
whereone would find the Policies and procedures for the items covered by this
committee. How about the housing survey and the questions regarding working in orout
of the town borders.
commented on the poor air quality of the freeway corridorand the viability of placing
housing in that area.Also asked aboutfuture fire events and theingress and egress
availability; the tree canopy and the effect on air quality, and asked about
incentivizingdevelopers to build to a higher “green”standard.
Asked about formalcarbon offsetsfor construction and inquired if we could encourageor
require this.
asked that the Tree Ordinance feeschedule be revisited.
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The draft Conservation of Resources Element includes policy and implementation language
on this related to air quality, greenhouse gas emissions, and energy since mobile sources are
the top source of GHGs, main source of air pollutant emissions, and transportation is the top
user of energy. More details will be in the Circulation Element.

X

Effects of Climate Change are discussed in Volume III Sections 3 and 5. Wildfire prevention is
discussed in Volume III Section 5, including state and local requirements regarding defensible
space and other fire prevention actions.

Please see Volume III for a setting related to energy.

These topics are included in the updated Natural Resources Setting in Volume III and
addressed in the draft Conservation of Resources Element in Volume I.
This topic is included in the Conservation of Resources Element. Yes, for future projects not
meeting greenhouse gas emissisons thresholds, and for which other mitigation is determined
to be not feasible or otherwise insufficient to reduce emissions below thresholds, the Town
may wish to require offsets as mitigation.
The tree canopy is addressed in the Conservation of Resources Element and impact fee
updates are discussed in the Economic Development and Finance Element.

X

X

X
X

Thank you for providing clarity on the genesis of the 2014 tree ordinance language. The biological
resources subcommittee did talk about the current state of implementation of the tree ordinance. The
General Plan update itself will not include an update to the tree ordinance, but the update does include
measures encouraging the protection of tree canopy within the Town while recognizing that tree impacts
may be necessary for certain projects, for fire protection, and other public safety requirements.

X

The Natural Resources Setting section of Volume III of this General Plan Update contains information
regarding policies and existing natural resources.

X

Asked about the 15-20 year plan and how doesclimatechange fit into this plan, includingthe effect oftree canopies
andHeat inlands.

This topic is addressed in the Safety and Noise Setting Section of Volume III of this General
Plan Update.

X

asked for clarification of the planting of Oak trees, 5 mile radius??

Where feasible, mitigation trees will be planted within the Town limits. However, there is currently a shortage
of available land for planting of trees. Mitigation trees may need to be planted outside of the Town limits.
However, the goal is for mitigation for impacts to natural resources (including trees) to occur in an area that
will benefit the Town, through protection of water quality, air quality, or other benefits.

X

Asked for recommendation on Oak tree plantingoptions.

Oak tree planting guidelines depend on a variety of factors including space available, adjacent land uses,
slope and aspect of planting site, and other microhabitat options.

X

Clarified some of the reasoning behind the 2014 tree Ordinance.
Asked about protection policies for specific habitats and sites within Loomis, and asked if
there are major Open Spaces or natural features that are under the direct control of the
Town of Loomis, especially in the area of wetlands
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Subcommittee
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4/7/2021 Russ Kelley

778

4/7/2021 Jenny Knisley

Conservation of Resources
Subcommittee
Conservation of Resources
Subcommittee
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4/7/2021 Jan Clarke-Cret

Conservation of Resources
Subcommittee

Also asked about tree planningoptions, Oak Woodland Trusts
Commented on the possibilityof using Open Space fees collected topurchase areas to
use as “tree banks”She also commented on our tree canopy (40%) –and asked about a
policy designed to protect oura certain percentageof our tree canopy. Encourage
neighboring properties to establish a contiguous conservation easements.
commented on the need to look at and protect the tree canopy, as well as the very real fire
danger and advised we assessto find a happy medium.She also asked aboutfire
protection and allowing the clearing the area under our treecanopies.
Commented that the Historical Society of Loomis would be a good place to reach out to
for historical information in Loomis. He also gave a history of the fire in the downtown
area.
also commented the Historical Society is a good source of information. She also
discussed a building survey done by a Sac State Student that can be found at the Sac
State library. Suggested that getting an updated survey of historical sites, landscape and
structures could be an important item to look into. She also stated the library is an
important source of historical information.
Commented that there are pastSanbarn fire insurance maps available that
havesignificant historical information.
commented that Loomis Fire Department would be a good source of information. He also
commented on the historic significance of the Blue Goose Fruit Shed
has a source of historical information generated by the “Fruit Label” legacy loop.
commented on a school at the corner of Horseshoe Bar and Brace of historical
significance. She also commented that the Methodist Church in Loomis which was
founded by Japanese American farmers will be hosting an historical event honoring the
works and accomplishments of the Asian Population which were pioneers in the Loomis
area as the 80thanniversary of the Internment Camps nears.
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4/7/2021 Jean Wilson
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4/7/2021 Jan Clarke-Cret
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4/7/2021 Jean Wilson

783

4/6/2021 Jan Clarke-Cret

commented that the LoomisBasin Historical Society is an invaluable source of
information, Barbara Leak and Howard Stitt have incredible knowledge of the history of
Loomis. She also talked about some sites of historic significance around town (WPA
Bridge located on Brace Road over Secret Ravine; and remnants of astagecoach stop
located near the Wells, Barton and Rocklin area. She also commented on the effectthe
Japanese farmers in town, and the history following the internment of the Japanese.She
Conservation of Resources
Subcommittee
discussed the importance additional architectural details other than “fruit sheds”
Discussed an map that can be found at the Rocklin museum that notes old streets, and
Conservation of Resources
Subcommittee
land owners that founded the town.
mentioned the original Doc Barnes house and the significance he played in Loomis
Conservation of Resources
Subcommittee
history
Asked about the Economic development referencesis there a new market analysis or are
Economic Development Meeting we using the current one. If not, will we be doing a new study.
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4/6/2021 Jan Clarke-Cret
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4/6/2021 Bonnie London

Fees collected from development or in-lieu fees collected from tree impacts could be utilized to preserve
existing stands of trees within the Town that are otherwise not protected. The General Plan under
preparation now is considering policies to protect, maintain, and enhance current tree canopy layers.

X

Vegetation clearance is addressed in the Public Health & Safety Element.

X

Thank you for providing this information.

X

Thank you for providing this information.

X

Thank you for providing this information.

X

Thank you for providing this information.

X

Thank you for providing this information.

X

Thank you for providing this information.

X

Thank you for providing this information.

X

Thank you for providing this information.

X

Thank you for providing this information.

X
X

Economic Development Meeting

This is focused on the Town, not countywide.

X

Economic Development Meeting

This is focused on the Town.

X
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4/6/2021 Jenny Knisley

787

4/6/2021 Vicky Ulrich

Economic Development Meeting

789

4/6/2021 Sean Rabe

790

4/6/2021 Mark Geyer

Asked about the future occupations inLoomis -Office workers-job descriptions and
locations will differ due to pandemic-noted that internet is a real issue for those now
workingfrom home.
Commented on the internet issue in the town.Also encourage big picturevision, not
Economic Development Meeting individualretail types.Niche type businesses based on market preferenceswork well.
Ask about the homework assignmentregardingcurrent strategic goals and how we see
Economic Development Meeting future need, trends in the future-how to proceed.

791

4/6/2021 Jan Clarke-Cret

Economic Development Meeting

792

4/6/2021 Ashley Summers

793

4/6/2021 Miguel Ucovich

794

4/6/2021 Jean Wilson

Asked aboutdowntown parking and how we move forward.
Suggested we talk to those who did the last GP updateandwhat worked and did not work
Economic Development Meeting for us.
commented on internet servers in town.Discussed parking in the town.Stated many of the
constructionworkers are based on several large companies in town. Commented on the
need for office and professional space–Please reviewthe charts to see the real need in
Economic Development Meeting the town.
Commented on the previous General plan and parking-Stated that at that time there was
no Blue Goose, no High Hand, and other key businesses and the downtown area parking
Economic Development Meeting requirementsreflected the use at this time.
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4/1/2021 Jan Clarke-Cret

Land Use Committee

796

4/1/2021 Bonnie London

Land Use Committee

he scope of the overall Land Use committee versus the various Land Use sub committee
commented on inaccurate information on the maps –No apartments shown, but we have
two and alsomentionedthat vacant parcel is not up to date.Alsoasked how the
subcommitteerecommendations fit into the Land Use committee as a whole, and what is
the timeframe to get ready for the EIR.

Land Use Committee

As Loomis as limited area of business growth, suggested we take a proactive approach
and open new areasfor business growth. (Cited potential BEM property as an example)

4/1/2021 Tim Onderko

X

Yes, we have prepared a new Market Study. Please see Volume III.

Ask about the 34 % construction worksmentioned during presentation–Is this all inclusive
capturing allemployees involved in construction the town–or town community.
Is this study true to Loomis, or county wide? Suggested all committee members review
the Rural mainstream Technical grant study produced by Michelle Reeves.
sked about the homework assignment –how to move forward on this–also suggested all
Economic Development Meeting committee members look at the you tube videos for the other committeemeetings.

797

The Town will consider all available options for oak tree replacement and mitigation. Trusts may be an option
to satisfy some oak tree mitigation requirements.
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4/1/2021 Bonnie London

Land Use Committee
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4/1/2021 Jean Wilson

Land Use Committee
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4/1/2021 Jan Clarke-Cret

Land Use Committee
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4/1/2021 Beth Cohen

Land Use Committee
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4/1/2021 Ramona Brockman

Land Use Committee
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4/1/2021 Tim Onderko

Land Use Committee
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4/1/2021 Beth Cohen

Land Use Committee
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4/1/2021 Ramona Brockman

Land Use Committee
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4/1/2021 Jesse Lunsford

Land Use Committee
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4/1/2021 Russ Kelley

Land Use Committee

commented on the housingelement, the only element with an approaching deadline date,
voice concerned about rushing the processfor the remaining elements.Commented
ontheneed to see the Public vision for the town, and stated the importance of public input.
She stated the town is divided on movingforward and asked how to move forward.
commented on theresidents of the town and their need to be part of the process, and the
need to be heard. Take more time if we need to in order to get right.Previous General
Planwas very detailed as it was the people of the town’s first Plan that reflected their
expressed wants and needsin a General Plan.She also asked if there have been requests
for zone changes.
mentioned that the study and survey completed showed that the town is divided and
without a clear vision. Future workshops would be helpful as COVID restrictions lift. She
also requested that Michelle Reeves final presentationbe posted on the website and
bemade available to all committee members.
Stated that publicinput in invaluable. She would like to see the resultsof surveys made
availableto ensure that the changes proposed reflect the current vision that the residents
have for the future of the town.
echoed the previous comments regarding Michelle Reeves presentation and the results
of the surveys. History of the town is importantwhen planning for the future.
Commented that the common theme for the town is to be “a Small Town”, growth has
been slow, less than 1% in the past 10 years. Full build out of the town has limited
potential forgrowth, does not remove our small town status. Take a good look at the big
picture
Agrees that growth potential is limited with current zoning, voiced concernwhen zoning
changes come into play and allow for greater growth.
When and if zoning changes take place, how do we deal with the precedentof land use
zoningchanges in the future?
Advised thatschool bordersdo not match town boundary lines. Also asked aboutthe
projected population numbers
Discussed the needfor a better representation of the present businesses we have in
townfor the purpose of soliciting new business typesthat are not currentlyrepresented.
Asked for a better and more clear map.

Noted. Topics that arise in one meeting and are pertinent with another are also shared
internally.
Yes, this is a great point, and a ripe area for research and prognosticating in the real estate
industry at this moment. Post pandemic shifts in office development, both existing and new,
may be experienced different in different locations. Space needs may change on a per
employee basis and on the basis of how many employee spaces at an office to provide per
total employment. Co-working space demand could change. This topic is addressed in our
Market Study and in the draft Economic Development and Finance Element (at a General Plan
level).

X

X

This is addressed in the Economic Development and Finance Element.

X

Please identify critical issues the General Plan team should address and policy concepts to
consider and we will consider for drafting the General Plan.
This is addressed in the Economic Development and Finance Element along with other
barriers for businesses.

X
X
X

This is addressed in the Economic Development and Finance Element.

X

This is addressed in the Economic Development and Finance Element along with other
barriers to infill development in the core area.

X
X

X

X

X

X

X

X
X

X
X
X
X

X
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4/1/2021 Jesse Lunsford

Land Use Committee
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4/1/2021 Russ Kelley

Land Use Committee

810

Andreas Booher - Deputy
4/1/2021 Town Attorney

Land Use Committee

Advised thatschool bordersdo not match town boundary lines. Also asked aboutthe
projected population numbers
Discussed the needfor a better representation of the present businesses we have in
townfor the purpose of soliciting new business types that are not currentlyrepresented.
Asked for a better and more clear map.
Commented of surplus land –Stated that the land owned by the town (Site of the former
WW Moulding plant) serves a purpose for the town as a site of Economic Opportunity
and therefore is not surplus property, and does notfall within the confines of the laws
regarding town owned surplus property.

X

X

X

I have some comments regarding the rezoning of the RA lands along SC Blvd NW of the RR tracks in the
Bankhead Rd area. First, one of the premises’ of the current and new General Plan is to keep the small town
aspect that has been a guiding principle since Loomis became its own town. Loomis became a town so that we
could preserve this special character. During our many GPU meetings it has been presented that the best way
to do this is to first build out the core center of the town with the higher housing densities and retail and
commercial zoning being in these core areas. Then as you expand to the edges of town you maintain lower
density rural zoning. Rezoning this area contradicts this concept.
It has been said that we should build out the town as outlined in our general plan, I am in full support of this.
This would include finishing up Costco, building out the property next to Raley’s (previous Village site), as well
as the available commercial-Retail properties southeast of I-80. Once that has been done then take a look at
our needs and what is good for Loomis and its future.
We do not need more residential properties, the new housing element has provided more than enough land
zoned to meet out RHNA numbers for all income categories.
With Costco and the new housing in Lincoln that will be affecting SC, we need to see the impact of that before
adding more to this area.
Once that land is rezoned, it will not stop with just that section, development will cross over SC Blvd as has
already been discussed. The spread will then continue north to Lincoln on both sides of SC Blvd. Is that what
we need or want?
I recommend not rezoning this land at this time.
811

5/18/2021 Greg Obranovich

obranog@gmail.com

812

4/20/2021 Matt Fox

Housing Element Committee

X
In the discussionon affordable housing, asked for clarificationto what 45 dwellings peracre looked like –3 stories?
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4/20/2021 Gary Liss

Housing Element Committee

814

4/20/2021 Jean Wilson

Housing Element Committee

815

4/20/2021 Gary Liss

Housing Element Committee

816

4/20/2021 Matt Fox

Housing Element Committee

Asked during the presentation, asked that the descriptors used in the presentation to
represent the affordable housing numbers be used in the housing element document.
asked if thecarriage units in the Taylor road mixed use project could be counted in our
RHYNA allotment.
asked for clarification onthe comment addressing concerns aboutresidential densityin the
downtownarea,solely residential versus density in a mixed use.(Liss, Savage,Wilson,
Obranovichand Fox)
pened a discussion on the use of mixed use projectsin the downtown area. (Obranovich,
Liss, Ring)accommodate the needs of the housing element.

Housing Element Committee

asked about and opened a discussionon the potential future expansion of Sierra College Blvd to 4 lanes, and the type
of developmentbest for that area. (Fox, Liss)
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4/20/2021 Matt Fox
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4/20/2021 Jenny Gastelum

Housing Element Committee
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4/20/2021 David Ring

Housing Element Committee
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4/20/2021 Jean Wilson

Housing Element Committee
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4/20/2021 Matt Fox

Housing Element Committee
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4/20/2021 Matt Fox

Housing Element Committee
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4/20/2021 Jean Wilson

Housing Element Committee
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4/20/2021 Matt Fox

Housing Element Committee
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4/20/2021 David Ring

Housing Element Committee
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4/20/2021 Ed Horton

Housing Element Committee
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4/20/2021 Gary Liss

Housing Element Committee

828
829
830
831
832
833
834

5/10/2021
5/8/2021
5/8/2021
5/8/2021
5/9/2021
5/9/2021
5/14/2021

lyndseygregory@gmail.com
ucovich@hotmail.com
ucovich@hotmail.com
ucovich@hotmail.com
ucovich@hotmail.com
ucovich@hotmail.com
ucovich@hotmail.com
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5/10/2021 Greg Obranovich

obranog@gmail.com
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5/26/2021 David Ring

0david.m.ring0@gmail.com
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5/26/2021 David Ring

0david.m.ring0@gmail.com

838

5/26/2021 David Ring

0david.m.ring0@gmail.com

X

X
X

X
X
X

from Placeworks explained that thishousing element and all its requirementsbegin after
June 30, and to count for this cycle, projects will needto be approved after this date.Only
validprojectsthat have submittedapplicationsare countedin this reporting cycle.
Asked about any zoning changes proposed in the Housing element to accommodate our
RHNA requirement

X
X

asked for clarification on the 2 CC parcels that are being changed from 15 dwelling units
per acre to 20 dwelling units.Asked how the parcels could be used and developed.
openeda discussion on the use of the HeritagePark property, (concerns voiced are lot
size, open space, housing compatibility with the neighboring parcels, low densityaffordableunits, traffic–LissWilson, Kelley, Fox)
sked about and opened a discussion on the potential future expansionof Sierra College
Blvd to 4 lanes, and the type of development best for that area. (Matt Fox, Gary
Liss,David Ring)
asked about the use of the property at King Road near the freeway that converted to RS
zoning from CO, asked about the use anddensity proposedfor this triangularparcel,
voiced concern thathigh density would not fit in the area.
asked about the timing of the Housing element, the General Plan Update and new
projects being proposed, and the importanceofbeing proactivein the Land use
designations.
Commented on the high response to surveycomments statingthat no growth is
desiredheasked how outreach to the publiccould be improved to help the public
understand the state required housing. Ideas of future outreach and workshopsbeing
scheduledas COVID restrictions lift.
commented that the residents are becoming more comfortable withlocal
governmentintegrity and work ethic and have gained a greater understanding of the state
requirementsthe town has to enact.
sked that therecommendation from the committee regarding the density bonus incentives
in the CC district be representedin the document as it was stated. The motion read as
follows–Motion to add defined affordable housing program to the CC zone: Gary Liss
2nd: David Ring To add Program to allow for higher density to 20 dus/acre if affordable
projects targetedfor special needs (seniors, students, families) and 30 dus/acre if meet
other concerns regarding parking and congestion. To be referred to Land Use Element
Committee to consider need for higher density to meet our Housing needs. To refer to
Circulation element to look at upper limit that would be OK for still having adequate
parking and acceptable levels of congestion.

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

This is a great little park that seems to be well-used by the community. However, it consistently has over-flowing trash
cans and litter. Perhaps it needs a few more trash cans, or more frequent trash removal service?
make this industral next to the one in Rocklin
keep Sierra College agrucilture zone. Encourage more ag
reduce lot size here to 10,000 sq ft an allow new housin
put the group of oak trees into a perserve
fix the chain wing
i agree not a place for residentia
One of the most commented on problems in Loomis is traffic, specifically along Taylor road between king and
Horseshoe Bar Rd to the freeway. The problem most often occurs before and after school due to children being
driven by car to and from school. Publicly funded school busing disappeared years ago and is now expensive. This
traffic contributes to: CO2, delays, congestion, and increased road costs. I would like to start the conversation to see
publicly funded school busing return to Loomis.
I know that you used what I wrote, but it probably should have been written in the past tense.
"In 2018, PUHSD passed a general obligation bond (Measure D), which provide d $40 million to address facilities
needs
at Del Oro High School. This fund provide d 34 new classrooms as
well as modernization, renovations, and upgrades to several aging
classrooms and facilities. This bond will be paid off through an
additional property tax of $27 per $100,000 of assessed value
through 2050."

I think that the library was previously a branch of the Placer County library, not the Auburn
Placer county library.
Later in the document (on pages 10 and 11) you use mgd as “million gallons per day”, but you
never really define it. I think you should say here that “Sunset WTP has a present capacity of 5
million gallons per day (mgd).” Then, on page 7, line 33 and page 8, line 9, just use mgd
instead of million gallons per day.

X
X
X
X
X
X
X
The draft Conservation of Resources Element addresses land use and transportation projects
that would reduce greenhouse gas emissions, but this specific concept has not yet been
added.

Vol 3 Sec. 5

X

32

Edited

X

Vol 3 Sec. 5

6

38

It was called "Auburn Placer" as this is from the existing setting.

X

Vol 3 Sec. 5

7

32

Great catch. The text has been edited

X
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0david.m.ring0@gmail.com
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5/26/2021 David Ring

0david.m.ring0@gmail.com
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5/26/2021 David Ring

0david.m.ring0@gmail.com

The map on page 16 shows that no one in Loomis has more than 2 fixed-line service
providers. I think this section should read… (use what you like)
“A variety of home internet and cable or satellite service providers are available in Loomis. While
fiber service is limited, access through wireless internet, DSL, and cable are widely available
through multiple providers including AT&T, Wave Cable, DISH, DirectTV, HughesNet, Cal.net,
Pivotal Global Capacity, Winters Broadband, and South Valley Internet (DecisionData.org, April
24, 2020). Internet speeds range from 6 to 1,000 megabits per second (Mbps).
“Wireless service and infrastructure are driven by market demand, with infrastructure
installation or service established as new land development occurs or as customers demand.
Installation or expansion of telecommunications services occurs in accordance with the rules of
the State Public Utilities Commission. “According to the FCC as of June 2020, approximately
97% of Loomis has access to non-wireless (DSL, cable, or fiber) or satellite internet at 25
Mbps/3 Mbps (download/upload speed); however, approximately 47% of Loomis residents are
only served one service provider, while the remaining 50% have access to only two service
providers. (see figure 5-3). The primary fixed-line service providers are AT&T (DSL) service or
Wave (cable) service.
“Loomis residents indicate that service is not reliable in all areas of the Town and that many
areas of the Town, particularly southeast of I-80, receive poor service. While providers other
than AT&T and Wave are available, they are wireless or satellite providers and often charge
much higher fees that are not feasible for all residents (Public Services and Facilities
Committee, March 17, 2001). The Town offers free wifi service at the Loomis Depot and the
Loomis Library and Community Learning Center.”
I fixed a couple of typos in there, and corrected the percentage of residents with 1 service
provider.
You also don’t need the web link in the paragraph, as long as you keep it in the caption for
figure 5-3.
The comments below refer to the policies discussed at the PSF committee meeting.
I wonder if it is necessary to list South Placer and Penryn Fire Districts. Maybe just state that
the the town shall cooperate with the appropriate administrative fire districts and ambulance
services. This just means we won’t have to change this wording if South Placer and Penryn
Districts merge, or even if they break apart.
I think that it should state “Proximity should be measured and determined per District
standards”. To me, this says the district both determines the distance (300ft or 600ft), AND
they tell you how to measure that distance (from the building, or the property line).
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5/26/2021 David Ring

0david.m.ring0@gmail.com

I think policy 1-7.4 needs to be reworded to something like,“If, in the future, adequate landfill space, as determined by
the County, is not available to meet the Town’s needs, …”
As it is currently written, it makes it sound like if the Town Council or a developer finds landfill space, then it is okay.

844

5/26/2021 David Ring

0david.m.ring0@gmail.com

I don’t think it is necessary to name PUHSD and LUSD specifically, just in the off-chance, that
they get renamed, relabeled, or changed in some way over the next 10-20 years.

Vol 1
Element V
Vol 1
Element V

“safe routes to school” can be read as a general statement, or it could refer specifically to the US Dept of
Transportation program. I think it is too general as written, but wording it like, “including the provision of a Safe Routes
to School program as outlined by the US Department of Transportation,” seems too restrictive.
Maybe if you leave it as written in the policy, but then include an implementation measure of working with the school
district to develop a Safe Routes to School Program as outlined by the USDOT.

Vol 1
Element V

845
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5/26/2021 David Ring
5/26/2021

0david.m.ring0@gmail.com
mgeyer1352@yahoo.com

847

5/26/2021

mgeyer1352@yahoo.com

King Road: many westbound vehicles traveling at an excessive rate of speed create a safety issue.
Current design of the Del Oro High School western entrance is insufficient to accommodate high traffic volume before
and after school as well as major events and activities.
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5/23/2021 Maureen Valli

mduffyvalli@gmail.com

An option for downtown Loomis is to configure services and shopping opportunities in keeping with the fruit storage
and shipping history of the town:
https://docs.google.com/presentation/d/1mfcHktt7auTpr5jgATS56GIQTnPnNTyTjY8y5Vy-ogI/edit?usp=sharing
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Improving internet service is addressed in the Economic Development and Finance Element,
FYI.
Noted

X
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Vol 1
Element V
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Edited.
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Edited.
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37

Improving internet service is addressed in the Economic Development and Finance Element,
FYI.
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5

1

Removed references

X

5

3

The latter has been integrated into an implementation measure

X
X
X

X

I believe it is important to add a requirement for a community performance facility, preferably indoors. I am a
member in the McLaughlin Community Orchestra. Performances are restricted to parks, the library, and a
platform in front of the Train Station. The current options are restrictive and don’t provide adequate space
for the musicians, chairs, stands, instruments and the audience. No adequate facility exist in our community
for live music and theater.
The Del Oro Performance center received funding from various government sources, and yet it is unaffordable
to the community orchestra because of its usage fees. This is unacceptable. Funded music and theater venue
849

5/27/2021 Rebecca Golling

rcgolling@gmail.com

should be
free or nominally
charged.
Emerging
Technologies
are the future
to make changes that will contribute to the lifestyle both personal and business while
supporting climate change to communities. ie. GPuse of the internet has changed the way we do things in all phases of our life.
In the past, we did not include it in infrastructure when we requested wired communications. The purpose of this is to ask that
where we show development infrastructure like water, sewer, and wired communication’s, I would like to add “uses of
emerging technologies” We do not support or advise the use of new technologies and its possibilities to be better than what we
have today.

Text regarding usage fees has been added to Public Services

X

Technology is the catalyst for dramatic change across all industries and sectors. The ground-breaking innovations are altering
businesses and business models, connecting with services and requiring entire industries and communities to reimagine the
future.
We must continually foster creativity and opportunity to meet to changing needs and economic environments in today’s rapid,
unpredictable landscape.
The general plan can:

850
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5/27/2021 Russ Kelley

5/7/2021 Lisa May

Improve the organizational and operational effectiveness of the town and the community.

·

Who would have thought that the INTERNET would be so important to communities and the world.

Improving internet service is addressed in the Economic Development and Finance Element,
FYI.

·
The first workable prototype of the Internet came in the late 1960s with the creation of ARPANET, or the Advanced
Research Projects Agency Network. Originally funded by the U.S. Department of Defense, ARPANET used packet switching to

luvmyyorkie1133@gmail.com

Unfortunately, I have to try and communicate a deep concern about the cyclists using
residential roads in Loomis. I understand cyclists have the right-of-way, however, being
allowed to ride along residential streets (where no bike lanes exist) in Loomis and
throughout Placer County is a major public health and safety risk. Firstly, there are no
visible bike lanes in these already narrow residential areas which can exacerbate traffic
accidents including personal injury to cyclists or drivers trying to avoid cyclists. Secondly,
the level of visibility for drivers on the road is already limited in many areas. Thirdly, there
have been reported accidents and perhaps severe injuries as of late to these cyclists that
could be avoided. In sum, bike lanes need to be made available in residential areas
(streets) throughout Loomis. Additionally, many concerned neighbors are reporting
numerous people speeding (cyclists included) on residential streets. A multitude of people
live and work around the residential streets of Loomis and their public safety and health
should be of the utmost concern to city and county planners. I understand the desire and
benefits of outdoor exercise and the freedom to ride on city streets. However, something
needs to change when it comes to cyclists having liberteries to ride on narrow roads
created for vehicles. Again, please consider creating designated areas where bike lanes are
available to those who want to cycle or simply keep them off limited visibility and
residential roads altogether. This is a plea to protect both them and the residents of these
communities. Families of young children live here as do elderly, impaired, and disabled
populations. Thank you for reading this email. Please take action!
we need to attract the right kind of stores to round out services: i.e., Bike Shop, Blow Dry Salon, Flower Shop, Yarn Shop with
knitters events, Art Gallery, Drug
Store, Cheese Shop or Food Specialty Store, Gourmet Ice Cream Shop, Food Truck Station
On Downtown Loomis
Scooter Stations

Increasing the vibrancy of the core area is addressed in the Economic Development and
Finance Element.

On Friday’s from June 1st - September 1st block traffic on Taylor road from west of High Hand to
the Blue Goose for Street Fair/Farmers Market. Divert traffic to newly paved road north of train tracks
Loomis shall provide landscaping throughout -off-street-parking lots to mitigate the adverse visual
impact of paved areas and providing shade to assist in energy conservation within adjacent buildings
FYI, Rocklin has establish a formula of 1 tree per 5 cars spaces, where feasible

Improving internet service is addressed in the Economic Development and Finance Element,
FYI.

5/27/2021 Maureen Valli

mduffyvalli@gmail.com
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5/27/2021 Maureen Valli

Create an opportunity with development to support new technology connections whatever they might be.
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ruskly56@gmail.com
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I recommend the consultant review the paleontology section in this document
https://placerair.org/DocumentCenter/View/37305/Chapter-34-Cultural-andPaleontological-Resources-PDF
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6/1/2021 Martha Merriam

6/1/2021 Jean Wilson

marthamerriam@yahoo.com

What is important is that the geologic formations are identified, which they have been in
the Loomis General Plan, Safety Section. This information is then used to determine
where fossils COULD be, rather than where exactly they are observed. A geologic
formation is sometimes characterized by a fossil, so that anywhere you find that formation
cultural
you should be aware there could be a fossil there.

Yes, agreed. FYI, this will be evaluated further in the General Plan Environmental Impact
Report (EIR).

X

Mary Beth, would you please forward this to our historical/cultural consultant? I was supposed do it after a previous
committee meeting but forgot to look for and send it. And now we have a meeting this week. Bonnie and I had been
looking into this. Barbara Leak found this Auburn Journal article for us.
I will send a separate comment to the GPUpdate site, requesting consideration of the site for historical reasons. After
all, even if it does not have some registered historical designation, it is still a part of Loomis history and an important
national era. It is also a publically accessible site since it is not on private property as many historical places are. It’s a
lovely stone bridge a very pleasant place to stand and watch the waters of Secret Ravine flow over the rocks, any time
of year. And because it’s WPA, I think of the men who came to work on it and how it gave them work to help feed their
families, and how their work remains for us today.
I notice that paragraph 7 has a bit about the construction. Our public works dept. probably has more details on this but
if not maybe would like to have these basics on how the bridge underpinnings were built, if you think it is worth
forwarding the article to them..
Thanks for sending this on for me. I really enjoy her times with us! And so do many others. Jean Wilson

Since it is locally of interest, the Town can set whatever standards they want for a list of local historic
properties and include the bridge. Further research on construction and maintenance may be possible
through Caltrans and other sources.
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