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The time is approaching  to decide which Council candidates to vote for.  After looking over the list, I’ve made my decisions.  Although each of these candidates is not perfect, on the balance, I believe they are the best choices for the city as a whole.





In alphabetical order, I’m voting for Jane Hamilton, Ross Parkinson and Lori Shea. Let me explain why.





Jane is probably the most logical and cerebral of the present Council and of the candidates.  On the Council, she does her homework and usually is ready to discuss the reasons for her position on a topic.   While we can fault all of the present Council on their behavior during the Lafferty brouhaha, Jane will be the quickest to return to business as usual once the access discussion is committed to settlement.





Ross is a study in believing in the logical and orderly process of reaching a decision.  He does not take ideological positions, but tries to follow the normally accepted procedure of hearing the “facts”, the rebuttals and then developing final decisions that are reasonable and rational. His presence on the Council would go a long way towards returning both neutrality and decorum to the legislative process.





Lori leads with her heart.  Someone calls a problem to her attention and, right away, she wants to fix it.  There’s no guile or scheming for a particular end.  Her positions often change after hearing additional information on a subject. This isn’t a bad thing.  She is truly interested in what is best for Petaluma.  Perhaps her strongest advocacy is for the youth whose needs are often, if not mostly, neglected.  Her efforts to obtain both a teen center and a skateboard park is what caused them to happen. (The skateboard park is scheduled for construction in November).  Her readiness to correct a problem is an asset.





All three would bring desirable and known qualities to the Council.  They  all have had enough experience that there would be no delay dealing with city matters from day one.  





There has been a lot of arguing and meanness associated with Council activities during the past two years.  For that reason, I find it hard to support any of those whose primary cause is simply running against the present Council.  Theirs isn’t a campaign of healing but of simply changing the players.





The partisans on hot issues get so focused on their interests, it’s as if there is no other purpose for a governmental body, be it city, state or national, other than to address their concerns.  Everyone associated with their single purpose becomes either a friend or an enemy.  This destroys cooperation among those involved and allows other major issues to be neglected.





I had the opportunity to serve with a number of different people during my time on the Council.  There were disagreements and lopsided votes on many issues.  There were even ideological differences.  But there was never a time when the Council split into opposing camps because of a single contested issue.  We could always strongly voice our positions and, after the vote was taken, start off again on square one on the next issue.   





This present situation is poison to the community.  It fuels the fire for those who dislike any sort of government.  It “proves” how bad government is.  And the solutions always make it worse by creating even more division and confrontation.  





We have public safety problems that are neglected because interest has been diverted elsewhere.  There are youth needs, both recreational and social, that have been neglected because there has been little time to pay any attention to the needs of youth.  There are traffic improvements that aren’t being worked on because there is nobody available to champion them.





It’s time to get back to work on the other things that make a community a pleasant place to live.  Even if the three above aren’t your choice, think about what kind of Council y
