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January 10, 2023 
 
To: City of Sierra Madre 

232 W. Sierra Madre Boulevard 
 Sierra Madre, Ca. 91024 
 
To: The Citizens of Sierra Madre 
 
To: City Council    Cc:  Planning Commission 
 Edward Garcia, Mayor     William Pevsner, Chair 

Kelly Krebs, Mayor Pro Tem    Thomas Denison, Vice-Chair 
Kris Lowe, Council Member    Peggy Dallas, Commissioner 
Gene Goss, Council Member    John Hutt, Commissioner 
Robert Parkhurst, Council Member    Bob Spears, Commissioner 
City Manager, Jose Reynoso 

 
Via: PublicComment@CityofSierraMadre.com 
 
From:  Glenn Hickman,  
 
Re:  MAD - PEACE TALKS 

Community Meadows Wildlife Preserve Alternative 
The Meadows at Bailey Canyon Development – REFERENDUM AGAINST ORDINANCE NO. 1461 

 City Council Meeting of January 10, 2023 
  

Citizens of Sierra Madre and Dear City Council and Mayor:  In my numerous written public comments to the City 
regarding the Meadows at Bailey Canyon Development, including one unpublished opinion to the Mountain Views 
News, I recommended PEACE for All, Profit for Some ………………. A Community Meadows Wildlife Preserve, 
……………… and I forewarned, although so obvious based on the division in this Community, of the Russian Roulette 
now before US, including the Applicant.  
 
Unfortunately, Mayor Goss and the City Council with legal advice, grossly miscalculated and Approved the 
Meadows Development with Ordinance 1461, September 27, 2022, in advance of the People’s HR Vote, November 
7th, 2022; rather than stand down to listen to the People.  That Action gave rise to a large number of Stakeholders 
and Preservation Group to advance the Referendum now before you. 
 
This is MAD, and many on all sides of the aisle, if not already MAD, will become more MAD or possibly go 
MAD.   MAD, a term some of us are familiar with from our life during the American – Russian Cold War and as 
applicable today, is as appropriate now in Sierra Madre with civil and peaceful interpretation.  Mutual Assured 
Destruction (MAD), figuratively used for the Meadows Development process, might be avoided with Great 
Leadership and Passionate Parties interested in PEACE, who believe they can Negotiate Anything, if they elect to.   
 
The original MOU appears to represent good intentions for a Win Win, however it failed to be inclusive, to have 
heard the People, was crafted by The FEW, without understanding the possible consequences for The Many.  By 
the time it was deployed, it was too late for the inheriting Leadership; and took on the typical and prescriptive 
development entitlement process.   
 
I believe a Mutual Win Win can still be achieved, with an armistice and Peace Talks with all Parties, with credible 
private/public finance and real estate resources, and expert legal advice, to parlay the acquisition of the land for A 
Community Meadows Wildlife Preserve.  There are numerous means and methods for deployment and with less 
cost than the direct and indirect costs and loss to human equity should the “MADness” continue.   
 
In my earlier Real Estate Development Carrier, contacts Alan D. Kotin, Real Estate Consultant in Public-Private Joint 
Ventures, Piper Sandler, Public Finance, and Peter Bedford, Bedford Investments …………………. among others, had 
the expertise to possibly now help the Parties negotiate, facilitate and identify resource pathways to pencil a 
proforma for Mater Dolorosa, the Developer, the City and the Community……………… to Negotiate Anything for Any 
and All …………… and a Mutual Win Win.  Clearly, the cost and time to pursue this, and with credible resources, is 
meager compared to what is before All of Us. 
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Possible public/private strategies for A Community Meadows Wildlife Preserve might be: 
 
A Syndicated Land Conservancy Easement or Land Donation and Purchase Strategy: 1) The Owner (in this case 
doesn’t pay property taxes and has no tax benefit in this strategy other than the land sale) sells the land to the 
Developer. 2) The Developer, may or may not syndicate, utilizes an IRS conforming appraised higher best use value 
than the cost it paid for the land.  3) The Developer transacts the land as a land donation or conservation easement 
to the Sierra Madre Mountain Conservancy for a net-net tax offset to its other financial profits. 
 
A Hybrid Resourced Land Purchase Strategy: If the Conservancy Strategy doesn’t pencil, a hybrid strategy might 
be in order such as: augmenting the strategy with mix and match funding from State Conservation Sources and Or 
a Sierra Madre General Obligation Bond Measure using Property Tax augmentation.   

• Note, The State Watershed Conservation Authority, is a Joint Powers Authority, has Board representation 
with Supervisor Barger, and is in the Meadows Project Public Records to consider the site for acquisition 
(or at least assumed for a partial contribution to the proforma). 

Regards and Thank You in Advance for Your Consideration, 

Glenn Hickman 
Ref. Prior Hickman Public Comments: The Meadows at Bailey Canyon Development 
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with first priority for those city employees who would be more productive 
were they to live in this City--teachers, fireman, police? 
The NUW last-minute arrival at a bogus concern for creating some 
affordability in its master proposal is merely to win more concessions 
from the city, right? An exclusionary enclave of multimillion dollar 
mansions tossing a couple of million dollar homes in out of civic 
conscience? Not likely, strictly another ploy to extort agreement out of the 
City. 
 
Now it's your turn to remediate your own incorrect initial support of the 
Meadows fiasco and not yield to NUW. We, the people, are entitled to a 
ballot, ideally in November, on the project, having won sufficient valid 
referendum signatures this past autumn.  This, in the end, is actually a 
referendum on our ability to entrust the future of the City to you as our 
leaders.  Don't let us down and allow NUW to build an even more 
expansive, dangerous and inappropriate Meadows project. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
--  

Dan Golden, PhD 

Director, GOLDENWORDS College and Life Planning Consultants 
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