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I. Introduction 

This report provides a summary of results from a community driven survey that was made available to 

the community in December 2021. Data are presented and summarized. Some commentary is provided 

to help make connections or point out inconsistencies across answer sets.  

This report was assembled by a Glen Ellen community member working independent of any stakeholder 

group, local nonprofit, or affiliation. Shannon Lee has lived in Glen Ellen since 2009, is a professor of 

biology at Sonoma State University, and, as a scientist, is a data-driven objective person. 

Shannon received editorial input from Glen Ellen resident, and professional writer/editor, Tracy Salcedo 

who, in this capacity, was also working without affiliation to local groups in which she has been heavily 

involved. 

Any questions regarding this report, or the survey, should be directed to Shannon Lee at 

shannonlee@me.com or via 818-399-0425 (best to text and we can set up a time to voice call). 
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II. Survey details 

In late November 2021, Shannon Lee voiced the idea of mounting a grassroots effort to assemble more 

information from a broader swath of the community as regards the redevelopment process at 

SDC/Eldridge. Seeing an appetite for this additional input to the process, she began to gather questions 

from various folks as well as bounce ideas off others.  

A survey of 26 selection-style questions and 1 commentary long-form question was designed in Survey 

Monkey. The survey was launched midday on Saturday December 11th and remained open until midday 

on Tuesday December 14th. The survey provided Spanish language translation directly adjacent to the 

English text for every question and answer. The introductory text for the survey is provided in 

Addendum A. 

The survey link was pushed out into the community via several avenues: 

Á Personal email networks ς The link was sent out through personal email and then shared 

multiple times, as was encouraged. It is difficult to quantify how many networks, let alone 

individuals, were touched in this process but it reached a variety of stakeholder groups from 

county-sanctioned advisory groups to housing groups, nonprofits, Latino community, health 

care, school district, community activists, government, etc.... 

Á Community email network ς The Glen Ellen Forum has the capability to send an email 

newsletter via constant contact and Board president Amanda Shone approved use of that email 

list to reach out into the Glen Ellen community. The link was sent with clear instruction that the 

survey was not an endeavor of the nonprofit, but an independent effort. This blast was sent to a 

total of 644 unique email addresses. 

Á Social media- Facebook ς On the personal page of Shannon Lee a post was created including the 

survey link. In addition, a post was approved to go up on the Glen Ellen Forum Facebook page. 

This notification was also shared on several prominent community pages: Sonoma Valley 

Community Information, Eldridge for All, Sonoma Mountain Preservation, and the Springs 

Community Group. It was also put up on a group page named Conversation & Action for 

Sonoma Valley. It is difficult to quantify exactly how many people encountered the posted 

information over the time the survey was open. However, analytics show that 142 individuals 

ǿŜǊŜ ΨǊŜŀŎƘŜŘΩ ōȅ ǘƘŜ DƭŜn Ellen Forum page and one share originated from that page. 

Á Social networking- NextDoor ς The author of this report does not use NextDoor but was made 

aware that the survey link was shared there as well. The understanding is that it was shared in 

Glen Ellen/Warm Springs/Sonoma Valley networks, but no other details are available on the 

reach that this allowed. 

In total, 672 individuals completed the survey. This is a significant number of participants. According to 

Survey Monkey, a sample size of ~380 is all that would be needed to achieve a market research 

confidence level of 95% and a margin of error of 5% on a population the size of Sonoma County. Most 

participants answered all questions and 247 (37%) provided comments on Question #27. Those 

comments are included here as Addendum B. 

https://www.surveymonkey.com/mp/sample-size-calculator/
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III. Demographics 

Three questions directly addressed demographic aspects of the survey respondents. 
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Demographics: Summary 

In terms of the demographic information gathered:  

¶ Where do you live? Majority of respondents live in Sonoma Valley 

o 52% of the question respondents identified as living in Sonoma Valley 

o 31% in Glen Ellen/95442 

o 8% elsewhere in Sonoma County 

o 5% in Kenwood/Oakmont/Bennett Valley 

o 4% outside of Sonoma County 

¶ Do you work? The greatest proportion, but not a majority, of respondents are retirees 

o 49% of all respondents identified as retired 

o 46% of all respondents identified as being employed 

Á full-time (33%)  

Á part-time (13%) 

o 2% of all respondents identified as being unemployed 

¶ Where do you work? The greatest proportion of respondents work in Sonoma Valley 

o 22% of all respondents work in Sonoma Valley 

o 12% of all respondents work in Glen Ellen 

o 11% work elsewhere in Sonoma County 

o 9% work outside the county 
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IV. Connection to SDC 

Three questions directly probed personal connections to the SDC/Eldridge campus and property. 
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Connection to SDC: Summary 

In terms of personal connections that respondents had/have with this property: 

¶ Do respondents have a past connection with the property? Yes! 

o Only 11% of respondents expressed having no past direct interaction with the SDC 

property 

o Of the choices offered, the three most popular past direct interactions were:  

Á recreation in the open space (59%) 

Á recreation on the campus (40%) 

Á myself, or a family member, used to work or volunteer there (35%) 

¶ Do respondents have a current connection with the property? Yes!  

o Only 17% of respondents expressed having no current direct interaction with the SDC 

property 

o Of the choices offered, the three most popular current direct interactions were: 

Á recreation in the open space (58%) 

Á recreation on the campus (39%) 

Á strong advocate for a particular use or element on the property (39%) 

o 82% of respondents drive, bike, walk, or hike through the property with considerable 

frequency 

Á 20% of respondents say they pass through the SDC at least once a day 

Á 31% say they pass through several times a week 

Á 31% say they pass through several times a month 
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V. Feedback on Process 

Four questions explored respondent sentiment on the process thus far. 
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Feedback on Process: Summary 

These four questions related to process and perceptions have yield strong results: 

Á 81% of all respondents would like to see the process extended 

Á 63% of all respondents do not feel that the alternatives report reflects a community-driven 

process 

Á 84% of all respondents would like the County to find other funding options that are less reliant 

on market rate housing and commercial development 

Á 89% of all respondents feel the State should be responsible for toxics clean-up, infrastructure 

replacement and historical resource maintenance 


