
February 11, 2022 

 

 

Hector J. Rojas, AICP, Planning Manager 

Community Development Department 

City of Martinez 

525 Henrietta Street 

Martinez, CA. 94553 

hrojas@cityofmartinez.org 

 

Subject: Amare Apartment Homes Project 

 

 

Dear Mr. Rojas, 

 

This letter is in response to your office’s NOTICE OF PREPARATION For a 

Focused Draft Environmental Impact Report on the proposed Amare Apartment 

project. 

 

Browsing through the county’s website on the proposed Amare Apartment 

project, I see no change with how it was two years ago when the  

planning commission conducted a meeting via Zoom. 

 

I am attaching my earlier letter of August 26, 2020, addressed to Christina 

Ratcliffe (Planning Commission) and forwarded to Kavanaugh-Lynch (City 

Planner). 

 

My current concerns are the same as before. My hope is that these will be 

considered and addressed this time.   

 

Thank you. 

 

 

Alan Belleza 

5029 Gloucester Lane 

Martinez, CA 94553 

mailto:hrojas@cityofmartinez.org


August 26, 2020 

 

 

Christina Ratcliffe 

Community and Economic Development Director 

525 Henrietta Street 

Martinez, CA 94553 

 

Dear Ms. Ratcliffe, 

 

I attended last night's planning commission meeting via Zoom on the proposed 

Amare Apartment complex along Arnold Drive. The developer’s presentation, 

along with the information posted on the city's website 

(https://www.cityofmartinez.org/depts/planning/amareapts2019.asp), shows that 

there is no substantial difference between the current project plan versus 

what was presented about two years ago. The many concerns raised up by the 

community back then have not been addressed, and they are even more 

concerning now. 

 

I am attaching my letter of 2018 regarding this. 

 

I am echoing the many concerns raised up last night during the meeting, plus 

some other observations: 

 

1. The number of proposed units has even been increased by eight. Nine units 

has been allotted as below market rate (BMR) units, therefore qualifying it 

as a California Density Bonus project. This is obviously a ploy to be able to 

bypass the various municipal code requirements, and in effect dismissing the 

many concerns brought up by the city and the community. 

 

2. Parking is a major issue that has been raised from the very start. The 

parking ratio of less than 1.5 per unit is way below the municipal code 

requirement. Considering that there is no regular and reliable public 

transport nearby, you will expect that each unit will be forced to have 

multiple vehicles. In addition, this being a largely market rate complex 

(luxury? the rental rate was not made available during the meeting), multiple 

income earners per unit will be necessary (thus more cars). It's going to be 

worsened by the fact that there are no parking spots allotted for visitors, 

who will have to park on streets outside the complex. As Arnold Drive is a no 

parking street, their only option is the streets in nearby subdivisions. As 

it is now, we already are experiencing problems with non-residents parking in 

our subdivision near the proposed project. 

 

3. Related to parking, the plans does take into account home deliveries 

(Amazon, UPS, food, etc.) which is now part of our new reality. 

 

4. Many commented on the access and parking problems on the several projects 

completed by the same developer here in Martinez where the same parking 

measurements and ratio were used. We can expect the same issues with this 

proposed project, but on a larger scale. 

 

5. Traffic and safety have also been concerns from the start, and have not 

been sufficiently addressed. 

 

6. The high-density project as proposed is not suited to this location, which 

is far from public transport. A few speakers mentioned encouraging residents 

to use bikes and other alternative means of transport. It may be a good 

thought, but not likely to happen. There is no substantial work opportunities 

nearby, and residents will need cars to their places of work beyond biking 

range. (Also, the project location is not bike friendly, as you have a steep 

climb going either way along Arnold Drive). 

 

https://www.cityofmartinez.org/depts/planning/amareapts2019.asp


7. If implemented as is, this project will alter the character of the 

neighborhood and the quality of life of the residents of this community. I 

request that you consider downsizing the project, and to take into account 

the many concerns of the neighborhood. Please do not make the developer's 

ploy 'handcuff' you into approving a project that will not be conducive to 

the neighborhood-- to current residents of the area and to the future 

residents of the apartment complex. 

 

Thank you for your consideration. 

 

 

 

Alan Belleza 

5029 Gloucester Lane 

Martinez, CA 94553



 

 

June 9, 2018 

 

Christine Ratcliffe 

Community and Economic Development Director 

525 Henrietta Street 

Martinez, CA 94553 

 

Dear Christine Ratcliffe, 

 

I just recently was made aware of the proposed Amare Apartment Homes along 

Arnold Drive (across Starflower).  My residence is just across the proposed 

development, and we have the following concerns: 

 

Size:  

The 174 apartment unit, seven 3-story buildings is too big for the location. 

This type of development where the units are tightly crammed is proper for a 

transit area, not for here. The 3 story  buildings, which is over the 

municipal code, will also obscure the view of Mt. Diablo from many existing 

residences. 

 

Parking:  

The developer plans 1.5 parking space per unit, way below the 2.25 spaces per 

unit according to municipal code. The total proposed 260+ parking spaces, 

especially being a foot shorter and a foot narrower than standard, will not 

be sufficient for the development. This will the force residents to park on 

nearby streets, where parking is already a problem. On the private streets of 

our subdivision, we already have noticed non-residents using our parking 

areas. The new development will worsen this situation. 

 

Traffic:  

The 174 unit development will negatively impact the already worsening traffic 

situation along Arnold brought about by the newly completed Villages housing 

project at the foot of Arnold. Plus, Arnold is now being used as a Highway 24 

overflow during peek hours. The winding and hilly portion of Arnold near this 

proposed development will not be able to safely handle these added traffic. 

Already, we have heared of many close calls. 

 

Environmental Impact: 

Currently, the proposed location has small creek, watershed,  that fills up 

during the rainy season with overflow from the nearby elevated areas. Does 

the study takes into account the development’s impact on the wildlife and 

plantlife, along with the potential of flooding? 

 

 

In summary, we request you to reconsider this proposed project, and enforce 

the municipal code especially with regards to height and parking spaces. A 

substantially reduced number of units of two story buildings will be more 

consistent with the neighborhood, with more open spaces and sufficient 

parking. The existing watershed could even be made the focal point of the 

project, with more green and natural setting. 

 

Thank you for your consideration. 

 

 

 

 

Alan Belleza 

5029 Gloucester Lane 

Martinez, CA 94553 
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From: Anita Forsberg <anita_forsberg@hotmail.com>
Sent: Monday, February 21, 2022 4:49 PM
To: Hector J. Rojas
Subject: Scoping Comments: Amare Apartment Homes Project

February 21, 2022 
 
Hector Rojas 
Community Development Dept 
525 Henrietta Street 
City of Martinez, CA 94553 
 
 
Dear Mr. Rojas, 
 
I am a resident in the Sunrise Ridge Development on Starflower Drive and would like to voice my dissatisfaction with the 
current Amare Apartment Project design. My concerns are as follows: 
 
1)      I greatly object to the plan to reduce the overall size of the parking spaces. Combined with the reduction of the 
overall number of spaces, this will be a burden placed on the surrounding streets due to apartment residents attempting 
to park excess and oversized cars on the surrounding streets. We've already faced limited parking issues in our 
development for years. What will be done to prevent parking spillover from the new apartments into the surrounding 
neighborhoods so that residents in the existing neighborhoods can be assured of parking spaces within their own 
developments? Additional vehicular activity related to cars pulling into and out of parking spaces along the surrounding 
streets also raises traffic and safety concerns, especially as cars tend to travel over the speed limit in these areas. And 
these parked vehicles may further obstruct views related to getting into and out of driveways and making turns into and 
out of side streets. There are also safety concerns related to existing and increased foot traffic in the area, especially at 
night, when more people may be crossing Arnold to and from their parked vehicles. People at the Villages are doing this 
and it has caused several close calls. 
 
2)      I also object to the narrower driveways, again due to safety issues. The possibility of a fire in the back buildings 
identified as #5 & #6 is frightening. I wonder if a fire truck would be capable of reaching a four-story building and getting 
out if necessary, not to mention residents fleeing. 
 
3)      Another objection is regarding the three and four-story buildings, with reduced setbacks and so close to the road. I 
am concerned about privacy issues to the homes adjacent as well rooftop equipment (i.e. heating, cooling, and solar) 
creating an eyesore and glare. The Amare project seems out of scale with the surrounding neighborhood which consists 
of mostly two-story homes, and will completely change the look and feel of this neighborhood, taking what has been a 
peaceful area containing grass, trees and wildlife (foxes, deer, turkeys) with large and densely positioned buildings. 
What is being done to maintain some degree of the existing natural environment and to protect the wildlife that has 
been utilizing the area? 
 
4)      The speed limit on Arnold Drive between Glacier Dr. and Pacheco Blvd. is listed at 40 mph, not 25 as the 
transportation study indicated. Speeders well in excess of 40 mph are the norm. The limited sight distance of the grade 
at the Villages Townhomes, the cross-traffic from Sunrise Dr and Tierney Place as well as no current traffic signal at 
Pacheco Blvd will cause even greater traffic congestion and safety issues. I have had several close calls when traveling 
downhill on Arnold towards Pacheco, from vehicles suddenly pulling out from Tierney onto Arnold or pulling out a little 
too far at the last minute and causing me to have to swerve to get around them. The intersection at Arnold Dr and 
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Pacheco is already difficult. I regularly make a lefthand turn from Arnold onto Pacheco as part of my morning commute. 
This can be a busy intersection and difficult to navigate, with oncoming traffic in both directions and many vehicles 
making tight and awkward lefthand turns from Pacheco onto Arnold, around vehicles in the lefthand turn lane, into a 
narrow lane headed up the hill. In addition, cars and trucks often park in the dirt lot on the north-west corner of the 
intersection, obstructing the view of oncoming traffic and causing lefthand turning vehicles from Arnold onto Pacheco to 
have to pull out further into the lane of oncoming traffic just to see what other traffic is coming. The most recent 
changes to this intersection did not improve the situation for a lefthand turn from Arnold onto Pacheco and made 
making a righthand turn at the intersection more difficult due to a new over the shoulder angle of visualization (my 
opinion as well as friends and family who use the intersection). I saw an article a while back giving this intersection a 
very low grade. How can this intersection be considered safe and functional with even higher traffic demands being 
proposed with the Amare Apartment project? What will be done to improve this intersection? What will be done to 
manage the new driveways and intersections created by the Amare Apartment project to keep them flowing safely and 
efficiently? 
 
5)      I believe the bus stops on Muir Rd and Blum Rd are not viable options because the people who would use them 
cannot safely walk to these sites as there are no sidewalks and crosswalks in some areas, the Arnold grade is not 
pedestrian-friendly if going to the Blum Rd. stop and multiple people walking across Pacheco Blvd may be hit by cars. 
Also, the bus stops do not operate at a "bus rapid transit" level. Using the bus to BART option has not worked for me in 
the past, as it involves an almost 1 mile walk to the advised bus stop, and the overall trip takes close to an hour just to 
get to BART. I wonder how viable this option will be for the new residents of Amare? 
 
6)      The Arnold Drive/Pacheco Blvd corridor is heavily traveled. I understand this one project will be an increase of 
1,100 trips per day. This coupled with the additional traffic that can be expected from the huge proposed self-storage 
site and potentially another multi-family project on Pacheco Blvd. across from the post office would create a log jam; 
certainly not environmentally friendly. This is unacceptable. 
 
7)   The traffic will only increase due to the new self-storage facility planned for Sunrise Drive while the work done to 
Hwy 4 has really done nothing to improve traffic at the Pacheco exit. This exit is often backed up onto the highway 
during commute hours. 
 
There certainly must be something the developer can do that is more in keeping with the surrounding communities 
while not promoting safety or environmental concerns. I love Martinez and my neighborhood. I understand the need for 
development and am voicing my concerns with the hope that the City and Developer will thoughtfully consider the 
impact and issues being raised by the community. I'm asking for the City's help to mitigate some of the negative impacts 
stated above and to ensure that this project, if continued, will be the proper scale and fit for this location, and can be 
considered an asset to the entire community, old and new. 
 
 
Thank you for your consideration, 
 
Anita Forsberg 
4788 Starflower Dr 
Martinez, CA 94553 



February 20, 2022

Hector Rojas
City of Martinez
Planning Director
525 Henrietta Street
City of Martinez, CA 94553

RE: Scoping Comments: Amare Apartment Homes Project

Dear Mr. Rojas:

I am a resident in the area that will be greatly affected by the proposed Amare Apartments
project and would like to voice my dissatisfaction with the current design. My concerns are as
follows:

1) I greatly object to the plan to reduce the overall size of the parking spaces. Combined
with the reduction of the overall number of spaces, this will be a burden placed on the
surrounding streets due to apartment residents attempting to park oversized cars or
prevent them from damage. There are already issues with parking in my neighborhood
due to the lack of street parking options on Arnold Drive.

2) I also object to the narrower driveways due to safety issues. The possibility of a fire in
the back buildings identified as #5 & #6 is frightening. I wonder if a fire truck would be
capable of reaching a four-story building and getting out, if necessary, not to mention
residents fleeing.

3) Another objection is regarding the three and four-story buildings. I am concerned about
privacy issues to the homes adjacent as well as rooftop equipment (i.e. heating,cooling
and solar) creating an eyesore and glare.

4) The speed limit on Arnold Drive between Glacier Drive and Pacheco Bivd. is listed at 40
mph, not 25 as the transportation study indicated. Speeders well in excess of 40 mph
are the norm. The limited sight distance of the grade at the Villages Townhomes, the
cross traffic from Sunrise Drive and Tierney Place, as well as no current traffic signal at
Pacheco Blvd. will cause even greater traffic congestion and safety issues.

5) I believe the bus stops on Muir Road and Blum Road are not viable options because the
people who would use them cannot safely walk to these sites as there are no sidewalks
and crosswalks in some areas, the Arnold grade is not pedestrian friendly if going to the
Blum Road stop and multiple people walking across Pacheco Blvd. may be hit by cars.
Also, the bus stops do not operate at a "bus rapid transit" level.

6) The Arnold Drive/Pacheco Blvd. corridor is heavily traveled. I understand this one
project will be an increase of 1,100 trips per day. This coupled with the additional traffic
that can be expected from the huge proposed self-storage site and potentially another
multi-family project on Pacheco Blvd. across from the post office would create a logjam;
certainly not environmentally friendly. This is unacceptable.

1



7) I believe the approval of any more concessions/exemptions over what is state mandated
is certainly lining the builder's pockets and not in the best interests of the community.
After all, he is obtaining these perks by simply providing nine affordable units (the least
amount to obtain his goal) while 174 are at full market rate.

There certainly must be something the developer can do that is more in keeping with the
surrounding communities while not promoting safety or environmental concerns.

Thank you,

Benjamin Kattenburg
5046 Gloucester Lane
Martinez, CA 94553

2



February 21, 2022

Hector Rojas
City of Martinez
Planning Director
525 Henrietta Street
City of Martinez, CA 94553

RE: Scoping Comments: Amare Apartment Homes Project

Dear Mr. Rojas:

I am a resident in the area that will be greatly affected by the proposed Amare Apartments

project and would like to voice my dissatisfaction with the current design. My concerns are as

follows:

1) I greatly object to the plan to reduce the overall size of the parking spaces. Combined

with the reduction of the overall number of spaces, this will be a burden placed on the

surrounding streets due to apartment residents attempting to park oversized cars or

prevent them from damage.
2) I also object to the narrower driveways due to safety issues. The possibility of a fire in

the back buildings identified as #5 & #6 is frightening. I wonder if a fire truck would be

capable of reaching a four-story building and getting out if necessary, not to mention

residents fleeing.
3) Another objection is regarding the three and four-story buildings.I am concerned about

privacy issues to the homes adjacent as well rooftop equipment (i.e. heating, cooling

and solar) creating an eyesore and glare.
4) The speed limit on Arnold Drive between Glacier Dr. and Pacheco Blvd. is listed at 40

mph, not 25 as the transportation study indicated. Speeders well in excess of 40 mph

are the norm. The limited sight distance of the grade at the Villages Townhomes, the

cross traffic from Sunrise Dr and Tierney Place as well as no current traffic signal at

Pacheco Blvd will cause even greater traffic congestion and safety issues.
5) I believe the bus stops on Muir Rd and Blum Rd are not viable options because the

people who would use them cannot safely walk to these sites as there are no sidewalks

and crosswalks in some areas, the Arnold grade is not pedestrian friendly if going to the

Blum Rd. stop and multiple people walking across Pacheco Blvd may be hit by cars. Also,
the bus stops do not operate at a "bus rapid transit" level.

6) The Arnold Drive/Pacheco Blvd corridor is heavily traveled. I understand this one project

will be an increase of1,100 trips per day. This coupled with the additional traffic that

can be expected from the huge proposed self-storage site and potentially another multi-

family project on Pacheco Blvd. across from the post office would create a log jam;

certainly not environmentally friendly . This is unacceptable .

1



7) I believe the approval of any more concessions/exemptions over what is state mandated

is certainly lining the builder's pockets and not in the best interests of the community.
After all, he is obtaining these perks by simply providing nine affordable units (the least

amount to obtain his goal) while 174 are at full market rate.

There certainly must be something the developer can do that is more in keeping with the

surrounding communities while not promoting safety or environmental concerns.

hank you

Betzylesser
4982 Bayleaf Court
Martinez, CA 94553

2
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From: carl christopherson <cchristo1952@yahoo.com>
Sent: Sunday, February 20, 2022 10:55 AM
To: Hector J. Rojas
Subject: Amore Project 

Hector, 
It looks like it’s time again to look at this project. 
Once again I oppose numerous things on this project. 
Parking is my main objection since I live on Foxhill drive across the street from Amore They want only 1.5 parking places 
per unit which will definitely not be sufficient parking I know this will have overflow parking on my street which won’t be 
able to handle since their are no spaces available now ! 
I will be forced to have permit parking and be towing vehicles continuously. 
Object to a 4 story building ! 
Walking distance to a bus stop with no sidewalk! 
Speed limit is 40 now I believe the original report has 25 I realize this will happen, please make them down size the units 
and increase parking Sincerely Carl & Janis Christopherson 
2252 Foxhill dr 
Martinez 
 
Sent from my iPhone 



From: Carl Christopherson <cchristo1952@yahoo.com> 
Sent: Sunday, February 6, 2022 1:34 PM 
To: Hector J. Rojas <hrojas@cityofmartinez.org> 
Subject: "Amore" 
 
I am an homeowner on Foxhill Dr. 
Very worried about the Amore project across the street. 
Parking and traffic are my biggest issue ! 
We have no parking available on Foxhill and I am 100 % sure the parking is not adequate for this project 
with only 1.5 parking spots per unit. 
I agree with Amore only if they increase the parking Sincerely Carl christopherson 
 
 
Sent from my iPhone 
 



February 18, 2022

Hector Rojas
City of Martinez
Planning Director
525 Henrietta Street

City of Martinez,CA 94553

RE: Scoping Comments: Amare Apartment Homes Project

Dear Mr. Rojas:

I am a resident in the area that will be greatly affected by the proposed Amare Apartments

project and would like to voice my dissatisfaction with the current design. My concerns are as

follows:

1) I greatly object to the plan to reduce the overall size of the parking spaces. Combined

with the reduction of the overall number of spaces, this will be a burden placed on the

surrounding streets due to apartment residents attempting to park oversized cars or

prevent them from damage.
2) I also object to the narrower driveways due to safety issues. The possibility of a fire in

the back buildings identified as #5 & #6 is frightening.I wonder if a fire truck would be

capable of reaching a four-story building and getting out if necessary, not to mention

residents fleeing.
3) Another objection is regarding the three and four-story buildings. I am concerned about

privacy issues to the homes adjacent as well rooftop equipment (i.e. heating, cooling

and solar) creating an eyesore and glare.
4) The speed limit on Arnold Drive between Glacier Dr. and Pacheco Blvd. is listed at 40

mph,not 25 as the transportation study indicated. Speeders well in excess of 40 mph

are the norm. The limited sight distance of the grade at the Villages Townhomes, the

cross traffic from Sunrise Dr and Tierney Place as well as no current traffic signal at

Pacheco Blvd will cause even greater traffic congestion and safety issues.
5) I believe the bus stops on Muir Rd and Blum Rd are not viable options because the

people who would use them cannot safely walk to these sites as there are no sidewalks

and crosswalks in some areas,the Arnold grade is not pedestrian friendly if going to the

Blum Rd. stop and multiple people walking across Pacheco Blvd may be hit by cars. Also,

the bus stops do not operate at a "bus rapid transit" level.
6) The Arnold Drive/Pacheco Blvd corridor is heavily traveled. I understand this one project

will be an increase of1,100 trips per day. This coupled with the additional traffic that

can be expected from the huge proposed self-storage site and potentially another multi-

family project on Pacheco Blvd. across from the post office would create a logjam;

certainly not environmentally friendly. This is unacceptable.

1



7) I believe the approval of any more concessions/exemptions over what is state mandated
is certainly lining the builder's pockets and not in the best interests of the community.
After all, he is obtaining these perks by simply providing nine affordable units (the least
amount to obtain his goal) while 174 are at full market rate.

There certainly must be something the developer can do that is more in keeping with the
surrounding communities while not promoting safety or environmental concerns.

Thank you,

Signature/Typed Name

Typed Address
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February19, 2022

HectorRojas
City of Martinez
PlanningDirector
525HenriettaStreet
City of Martinez, CA 94553

RE: ScopingComments: AmareApartmentHomesProject

DearMr. Rojas:

I amaresidentin theareathatwill begreatlyaffectedby theproposedAmare
Apartmentsprojectandwould like to voicemydissatisfactionwith thecurrent
design. My concernsareasfollows:

1) I greatlyobjectto theplanto reducetheoverallsizeof theparkingspaces.
Combinedwith thereductionof theoverallnumberof spaces, thiswill bea
burdenplacedonthesurroundingstreetsduetoapartmentresidents
attemptingto parkoversizedcarsor preventthemfrom damage.

2) I alsoobjectto thenarrowerdrivewaysdueto safetyissues. Thepossibility
of afire in thebackbuildingsidentifiedas#5&? #6 is frightening. I wonder
if afire truckwouldbecapableof reachingafour-storybuildingandgetting
out if necessary, not to mentionresidentsfleeing.

3) Anotherobjectionis regardingthethreeandfour-storybuildings. I am
concernedaboutprivacyissuesto thehomesadjacentaswell rooftop
equipment(i.e. heating, coolingandsolar) creatinganeyesoreandglare.

4) Thespeedlimit onArnold Drive betweenGlacierDr. andPachecoBlvd. is
listedat40mph, not25asthetransportationstudyindicated. Speeders
well in excessof 40mpharethenorm. Thelimitedsightdistanceof the
gradeattheVillagesTownhomes, thecrosstraffic from SunriseDr and
TierneyPlaceaswell asnocurrenttraffic signalatPachecoBlvd will cause
evengreatertraffic congestionandsafetyissues.

5) I believethebusstopsonMuir RdandBlum Rdarenotviableoptions
becausethepeoplewhowouldusethemcannotsafelywalk to thesesitesas
therearenosidewalksandcrosswalksin someareas, theArnoldgradeis
notpedestrianfriendly if goingto theBlum Rd. stopandmultiplepeople
walkingacrossPachecoBlvd maybehit bycars. Also, thebusstopsdonot
operateata“busrapidtransit” level.

6) TheArnold Drive/PachecoBlvd corridoris heavilytraveled. I understand
thisoneprojectwill beanincreaseof 1,100tripsperday. Thiscoupled
with theadditionaltraffic thatcanbeexpectedfromthehugeproposed
self-storagesiteandpotentiallyanothermulti-family projectonPacheco
Blvd. acrossfromthepostoffice wouldcreatealogjam; certainlynot
environmentallyfriendly. Thisis unacceptable.

l



7) I believetheapprovalof anymoreconcessions/exemptionsoverwhatis
statemandatediscertainlylining thebuilder’spocketsandnotin thebest
interestsof thecommunity. After all, heis obtainingtheseperksbysimply
providingnineaffordableunits(theleastamountto obtainhisgoal) while
174areatfull marketrate.

Therecertainlymustbesomethingthedevelopercando thatis morein
keepingwith thesurroundingcommunitieswhile notpromotingsafetyor
environmentalconcerns.

Thankyou,

CesarDominguez
2250Foxhill Drive
Martinez, CA, 94553
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