9/30/10
 

Dear Supervisor Zane,
 

I received in the mail yesterday a PR brochure from John and Andrea Barella for the Roblar Road Quarry.  A section entitled "Benefit to our Environment and Creating Open Space" contains the following paragraph:
 

"The proposal will create vital open space for Sonoma County.  Immediately upon project approval, a 243-acre agricultural property on Lakeville Road near Petaluma (adjacent to the Petaluma River) and 128 acres of the project property will become open space.  At the conclusion of Quarry operations 70 acres of the project site will also be transferred into open space."
 

While there is misleading information in the PR brochure in general, as well as omission of relevant facts, this description of "deals" that are apparently being made to benefit the Barella request to break the Wilson conservation easement to obtain 4 acres for the Barella proposed "alternative haul route," is most disturbing.
 

It's my understanding the Citizens Advisory Committee for SCAPOSD has called a Special Meeting on Oct. 7th at 5:30 p.m. to discuss these issues, but this particular new information about the 243-acre land on Lakeville Road was not available to them at their last meeting when the Special Meeting was scheduled.
 

The proposal to break a conservation easement, with political maneuvering behind the scenes to accomplish the Barella request, is highly inappropriate as related to honoring the public trust and maintaining the integrity of the Measure C and Measure F-funded sales tax measures.
 

As Board liaison to the SCAPOSD, I respectfully request you speak for the public and uphold the public trust, with a strong message to John Barella, his PR handlers, and unfortunately, individuals from your District (Jean Kapochok is a paid consultant, working for Barella, and former 3rd District Supervisor Tim Smith is also assisting their "team"), that the public funds the SCAPOSD and its programs, including conservation easements.  
 

Attempting to utilize open space lands or other lands as mitigation or swaps to achieve the desired commercial goal of John Barella is stunningly brazen and wrong.
 

The response to Barella and his team is simple.  The answer should be no.
 

Sincerely,
Susan Kirks
Petaluma
