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The intent of SB 244 is to address regional inequity by requiring local governments and LAFCOs 
to identify, plan for, and improve vital infrastructure in DUCs. 
 
SB 244 mandates that LAFCOs: 

• Identify DUCs   
• Assess Infrastructure Deficiencies: do MSRs 
• Require Annexation Parity: no cherry picking to leaving out qualifying DUCs 
• Evaluate Alternatives: LAFCO to assess service-efficiency alternatives, including the 

consolidation of governmental agencies, to improve infrastructure. 
 

Moorland is a prime DUC candidate, clearly a marginalized, under-invested, low-income 
neighborhood. It looks to me that LAFCO and Santa Rosa are planning to cherry pick the Todd 
Creek pipeline annexation and leave Moorland out based on findings that could just as well 
legitimately see Moorland as a DUC.  

Please note: Cost is nowhere stated as a factor in DUC determination; in annexation yes, for 
DUC status no. These are separate issues.  

 

The Case 

Three DUC Block Groups* are contiguous to the Todd Creek annexation; proxy proof of 
Moorland DUC status is available where Census data is lacking. Has staff worked up proxy data 
to show Moorland is a DUC? SB-535 for example? A good faith effort needs to be made here. An 
example of the type of research that could be done can be seen on my Substack.  

Freeway as a barrier? If the freeway was a barrier why did Santa Rosa annex all the auto 
dealerships? One look at a satellite map shows Moorland as part of the same, dense urbanized 
area that the freeway cuts through.  

https://fredallebach.substack.com/p/south-santa-rosa-specific-plan-area


 

Same community of interest? I see a strong case for same COI in the three DUC Block Groups 
contiguous to the Todd Creek annexation, the same cohort of people on either side of the 
freeway. The Bellevue Union School District serves the same population on either side of the 
freeway. You can see the data for these three Block Groups that are hyperlinked in my comment 
in the packet for the 6/3/26 LAFCO meeting.   

50 - 80% Latino 

51-84% renter 

lower median household income associated with Latino ethnicity  

median age 34 to 29  

Spanish language spoken at home  



low educational attainment  

high percent female head of household  

If the Board can decide Moorland’s status, this means the facts are fungible. The political will 
of the Board will be on display. If I was a LAFCO Board member, I’d be pulling to make a finding 
that Moorland is a DUC, and is contiguous to the same low-income Latino COI on either side of 
the freeway.   

With the politics of redistricting today, to cut Moorland out of a Todd Creek pipeline project 
annexation, in a process that could just as well approve it, would be bad optics and does not fit 
the politics or values of CA, SoCo, or of the Bay Area. As well, for LAFCO to be consistent with 
the Alexander Valley Water District vote, SoCo values could also be applied here to stick up for  
better representative gov’t and the little guys and not always side with the big fish, like with 
Santa Rosa and the potential Todd Creek gravy train to which Moorland is appearing as an 
impediment and an inconvenient truth. 

The Board could, as well, direct that an MSR be done for the Moorland area and as a result 
require SoCo to bring Moorland up to Santa Rosa standards especially for sidewalks and water 
service delivery.  

*Note that in the staff report blocks are conflated with Block Groups. In proper Census 
terminology there are Census Places, Tracts, Block Groups, and blocks. Blocks make up Block 
Groups and Block Groups make up Tracts. It is blocks, the smallest increment that are sliced off 
to make custom special districts.  

 

 

 

https://www.census.gov/content/dam/Census/data/developers/geoareaconcepts.pdf
https://www.census.gov/content/dam/Census/data/developers/geoareaconcepts.pdf

