












From: susan kirks
To: -- City Clerk
Subject: Public Comment - Item 4 April 15 Scott Ranch
Date: Monday, April 15, 2024 3:25:35 PM

---Warning: Use caution before clicking any attachments. THIS EMAIL IS FROM OUTSIDE
OUR EMAIL SYSTEM.---
For the Mayor and Members of the City Council,

The request before you for $250,000 from the Open Space Acquisition fund is not a pledge. It
is a request to approve allocation. 

This appears to be a new financial development and is a circumstance that should have been
disclosed in the EIR and subdivision certification/review hearing 

The Kelly Creek Project group appears to be seeking added funding from the Coastal
Conservancy and the Wildlife Conservation Board and others. Political influence may help
them obtain Conservancy funds, but it shouldn't. If the ECB does any due diligence on the
level of habitat impacts and destruction that will occur on this property and the inappropriate
park extension plan, not a dime will be allocated to this.

There's no Resolution in your packet for the choice to deny this request. Why is that?

The Kelly Creek Project group wants to use the City's allocation (not a pledge) to leverage
seeking added funding.

My guess is you'll approve this, giving the funds as requested. You certified an inadequate
EIR and approved a luxury housing deal for the developer, many of you stating this is the best
that could be done. Not one of you asked one question of the applicant's biologist.

I want the Petaluma community to understand how the Kelly Creek property could have been
prioritized for full conservation and pursuit of funds for that, with minimally impactful and
beneficial education and environmental programs. The biological resources of this property
strongly support that. All of the deals, the grant funding pledged and PR could have been
declined, in support of a different direction, supported by the greater community. If the
developer opted to not become a willing seller, then the community could continue to
encourage that until the developer did. Just because a developer/owner indicates no
willingness to sell does not mean that will not change. There must be sustained leadership with
political will to achieve what is best for the property, the habitat and multiple species, and the
greater community.

The park extension plan, housing development and this request now for $250,000 from the
City's fund are not what is optimal, but a continuation of a decision your Council should not
have made.

For the community's edification, we can likely expect a unanimous approval with loads of
compliments and justifications for this Resolution by the City Council. 

Very unfortunate, especially for the land, natural features and species who have no voice.

mailto:susankirks333@gmail.com
mailto:CityClerk@cityofpetaluma.org


Susan Kirks
Petaluma
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April 15, 2024 

To Petaluma City Council 

 

We are opposed to awarding Kelly Creek Protection Project (KCPP) Open Space 

Acquisition funds totaling $250,000 for Phase I of the development of the park. 

The public first had an opportunity to review Kelly Creek Protection Project (KCPP) 

plans for the extension of Helen Putnam Park in 2021. The public was presented with a 

beautifully designed park. (Attachment 2 of the Agenda item.) The park plan had 

numerous amenities including barn center, playground, parking lots, bridges, Class 1 

trail, nature center, etc. 

The estimated cost for acquisition and Phase 1 park improvements as communicated 

by Earth Island Institute (EII) and KCPP is $9.5 million. To date EII/KCPP has raised 

approximately $4.1 million. 

The $4.1 million is the same amount raised by 2021 when the project was presented to 

the public. 

In every meeting and communication leading up to the City's approval of the 

development, KCPP was confident that they could secure the funds to build out Phase 1 

of the Park Extension plan. KCPP repeatedly stated the park would have “no cost to the 

city.” (On the last page of this letter is the research of various city meetings with video 

reference points to the comments about “no cost to the city.”) 

At the City Council meeting on February 27, 2023, KCPP stated that it had “assembled 

over $5.5 million.” (See attached reference). 

What does this request for $250,000 from City coffers tell the citizens of 
Petaluma? 

• If KCPP hasn’t raised even 1 penny more than they had when the project was 
approved, how did they actually plan to pay for Phase I? Was the plan all along 
to ask for Open Space funds from the City? 

• If KCPP hasn't raised more money by now, why are we throwing good money 
after bad? Did KCPP actually have $5.1 million in the City Council presentation 
(2023) or were they exaggerating the amount to get the project approved? 
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• The staff report states that by approving this money, it shows local support for 
the project. If the City’s project approval vote doesn’t convey that support, how 
will $250,000 make a difference toward the KCPP $5 million shortfall?  

• This housing development was approved in good faith and that KCPP WOULD 
be able to fund at least Phase 1 of the park. If KCPP cannot fund it, what 
happens to the approved housing development? 

• If KCPP doesn’t have the funds to support Phase 1 of their grand plan, do what 
the rest of us do – scale back the project. Spend only what you have in hand. 

We think that this land should be a simple park preserving the environment 

  

We support this land as a park.  The elaborate, detailed park plan was made public in 

2021. No public input was provided prior to the park presentation. All subsequent public 

meetings were devoted to evaluating the original park plan. The public questioned why 

the plan needed to be so elaborate (and ultimately so expensive).  The public 

advocated for a scaled back plan.  The public encouraged protecting the environment 

and still allowing people access to the park.  

City Transparency 

This request for City Open Space money was added to the agenda without an 

announcement to other groups that the Open Space funds are available.  If the City 

wanted a fair and equitable disbursement of these funds, why not make a public 

announcement of availability of funds and ask for applications? Why award a quarter 

million dollars under the assumption that the public would agree these were a good use 

of open space funds? 

If this request for $250,000 is approved, the actions of this City Council are 

communicating to the public that this park project takes precedence over the other open 

space projects in the community. 

Our organization and our hundreds of supporters have always advocated for open, 

transparent, honest, and a public approach to the development plans of this special land 

at Windsor and D. 
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References  

In reviewing the public comments of the past, we belatedly realize that the $4.1 million 

raised was to be transferred to Davidon for cost of the land. None of the $4.1 million 

was available for Phase I of the park before transferring to Sonoma County Parks. 

*** 

Earth Island Institute Winter 2019 

“Those funds raised that were raised above the $4.1 million level, however, will go 

toward the effort to convert this land into a public park.” 

*** 

Quote from letter dated 4-16-18, John Brown, City Manager to Sonoma County 

Agricultural Preservation and Open Space District: 

“KCPP has raised three million dollars in nonprofit philanthropic funding to assist with 

the acquisition and to be used as matching funds in the event of a grant award.  KCPP 

project has not requested nor required any City Funding.” 

*** 

Quote from editorial written by Diana Gomez and Richard Marzo published in the Argus 

Courier, June 9, 2022. 

“KCPP has committed to significantly improving the parkland area before 

transferring it to Sonoma County Regional Parks, at no cost to the Regional Parks.” 

*** 

Letter to City Council January 31, 2023  

From Peter Galvin Director of Programs Center for Biological Diversity 

“In addition, upon taking title to the 47 acres of the site that will be protected as public 

open space, the Kelly Creek Protection Project will conduct a $900,000 program of 

habitat restoration and improvements that will promote the recovery of CRLF. These 

improvements include fencing the stock pond to exclude cows, fencing the two riparian 

creek beds, repairing deep gully damage to protect water quality, and planting both 

native trees and undergrowth for refugia.” 

*** 

Email sent from Greg Colvin to the City on March 15, 2021 

“Regarding the costs, funding, and intentions of KCPP and Sonoma County Regional 

Parks to build out the public amenities described in the three phases of work set forth in 

the EIR Project Description, we offer the following assurances, as best we can 

anticipate the future: * Phase 1 is expected to cost $1 million to $2 million. As we have 
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said, after the close of escrow and receipt of the $1 million matching grant from Ag + 

Open Space District for the $4.1 million purchase of 44 acres, we will have over $1 

million on hand, in private nonprofit donations held by Earth Island Institute, for Phase 1 

construction.” 

*** 

City Council meeting Monday, March 15, 2021 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=ECObqSBUp1s&ab_channel=CityofPetalu

ma 

2:14: 00 - 2:14:30 – Gregg Colvin 

“Able to add this land at no cost to the city. 

*** 

Scott Ranch Community Meeting, February 2021 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=teOi4uCHMRM&ab_channel=ExtendPutnamPark 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Bullet Point #5: at no cost to the City 

1:06:33 

*** 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=ECObqSBUp1s&ab_channel=CityofPetaluma
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=ECObqSBUp1s&ab_channel=CityofPetaluma
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=teOi4uCHMRM&ab_channel=ExtendPutnamPark
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Planning Commission 

August 9, 2022 

https://petaluma.granicus.com/player/clip/3711?view_id=31&redirect=true&h=287f9ca77

d6c0e5f6551766e1d3cf8a3 

1:26:26 

Greg Colvin  

“At no cost to the city” 

*** 

City Council 

February 27, 2023 

https://cityofpetaluma.primegov.com/Portal/Meeting?meetingTemplateId=5150 

3:18:29 – 3:18:40 

“Assembled over $5.5 million in Ag & Open Space money” 

*** 

 

https://petaluma.granicus.com/player/clip/3711?view_id=31&redirect=true&h=287f9ca77d6c0e5f6551766e1d3cf8a3
https://petaluma.granicus.com/player/clip/3711?view_id=31&redirect=true&h=287f9ca77d6c0e5f6551766e1d3cf8a3
https://cityofpetaluma.primegov.com/Portal/Meeting?meetingTemplateId=5150



