
Sent July 27, 2019 at 9.08 a.m. 
via email to: 
 Shirlee Zane @ shirlee.zane@sonomacounty.org 
 Caroline Judy @caroline.judy@sonomacounty.org 
via cc email to:  
City of Santa Rosa David Guhin, Director of Planning and Economic Development;  
Sonoma County Board of Supervisosrs:  Susan Gorin, Lynda Hopkins,  David Rabbitt,  and James Gore  
 
Dear Supervisor Shirlee Zane and Caroline Judy, 
We attended your public meeting on July 24th at the Chanate Hospital site Rotunda.  We did not receive 
answers to many questions that we have.  We did not write down all of our questions regarding the 
proposed bid by CalCHA/BUILD/Catalyst.  We were wondering how and when our questions may be 
addressed.  We are including them below and would like your answers.  You may reply to this email: 
 
1. Who will be the fee owner of the property at the time of sale?  
2.  When will the demolition of the buildings and structures on the Chanate Campus begin?  Who will 
pay for it?   
3.   Does BUILD plan to save any of the historic structures on the Chanate Campus?  
4.  If there is an accident on the property after completion, and someone is injured and they opt to sue, 
who will that entity be?   
5.  Why was the GSA Summary report so one sided?  There were only glowing forecasts about how the 
County could reap this wonderful windfall.  We don't see anywhere it explains that the County could 
wind up with a worthless piece of property if the entitlements aren't granted as envisioned.  Do the 
County Supervisors realize that this puts them in the development business, with its inherent risks and 
rewards?  
6.  CalCHA is a brand new entity, what is their experience in complex projects like this one? Have they 
ever built a housing project, or only purchased existing, already built projects? 
7.  Was the current appraised value that was published in the Press Democrat accurate? Why doesn't 
the County cut its losses and accept one of the all cash offers and get out?   Dave Guhin with the City of 
Santa Rosa said that the EIR and entitlement process could take up to two years.  That means 1.6 million 
in protecting that property = lost money.  Those expenses along with the loss of property tax should be 
put into the Summary Report - showing the TRUE value of this proposal.   
8.  What will the 5 million advance to the County be used for and where does it fit into the Summary 
Report?  
9.  The loss in uncollected property tax needs to be figured into the  GSA summary report.  As part of 
that Summary Report tables showing hypothetical number and types of units to be developed.  Those 
hypothetical number of units were used to calculate the profit.  Those same number of units should be 
used to figure the hypothetical loss of property tax.   If it is not, then the Summary Report is wrong and 
should not be counted as accurate in the decision making process.  
10.  The fact that the other two bids will build developments on the property that would produce 
property tax needs to be included in the value of those two proposals.  Those two bids will show 
significantly higher benefit to the County and taxpayer. 
 
We feel that County does not have the complete picture of the development proposed by 
CalCHA/BUILD/Catalyst.   We are requesting a delay in the vote on August 6th so that factual figures can 
be researched, and then presented in order to make that decision.  
 



Please do not use the excuse of added protection fees.  You have waited for four years and rushing a 
decision of this magnitude could result in millions of dollars lost if the wrong decision is made.  
 
Sincerely, 
Ralph and Joanne Thomas 
3285 Meadow Glen Drive 
Santa Rosa, CA  95404 
528-3559 
jthomas@sonic.net 
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