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The probability of a Lafferty/ Moon vote in November, combined with the recent poll showing support for stopping the swap, would suggest that plans be made in the coming budget period to provide for the necessary funding, staffing and maintenance of Lafferty if it is to be available for public use.  This is the opening of another can of worms.





The proposed initiative puts off discussing the details of how Lafferty would be operated until after the November vote.  This is convenient for the anti-swap group in that no one is responsible for telling the voters just what they will be voting for.  I find this ironic in that the anti-swap partisans kept demanding infinite details from pro-swap advocates.  Now that the anti-swap people are about to put the issue on the ballot, they find it quite acceptable to take the position that, “We’ll tell you the details after you vote”.  





Everyone agrees Lafferty is too fragile to permit unlimited and unsupervised visits.  Even the anti-swap proponents have indicated there needs to be “limited and controlled access” to Lafferty.  So there will have to be at least one  employee on duty whenever it’s open.  Maybe two if protection of the sensitive areas is deemed necessary.  The County has already said they won’t operate Lafferty as a County park so this means city staffing.  There is no extra money in the City budget now, so where will it come from?  A parcel tax?  An assessment? An entrance fee?  Will someone please tell us.





Then there is the issue of how often Lafferty will be open. Weekends only? Seven days a week? All day?  Part of the day?  This decision will determine how much it will cost to staff it and who and how many people will get to use it.  Also how much it might cost to maintain it.





Speaking of that, how many will be allowed on the property at any one time?  The issue of the sensitive nature of Lafferty has been mentioned over and over.  Will any limit be placed on how many people can have access at any one time? 20? 40? 200?  If so, will it be necessary to go to city hall to get a reservation?  This needs to be talked about now.





Then, since this facility will have to be paid for solely by Petaluma tax dollars, will the whole county be able to use it for free?  Tying these last two paragraphs together, will Petalumans have priority if more people want to use it on any one day than are allowed under the use rules? Or, will only Petaluman’s be allowed to use it to keep the impact down?  Will someone tell us before we vote?





The situation is almost a repeat of the Republican capture of the Congress.  It’s one thing to talk in broad ideas about all the wonderful things you’ll do if the voters approve your idea, but the problems come when you have to tell the public just how you are going to go about implementing what you said you were going to do.





The anti-swap faction is now faced with the obligation to define, or at least discuss, how Lafferty will be operated if the vote goes their way.  And if they hope to keep the general public on their side in November.





It might even be wise for the Council to place a funding proposal on the ballot to pay for these operations if the ballot requires keeping Lafferty and opening it to the public in some fashion.





I would like to see the pro-swap side be as insistent on openness and the presentation of details as the anti-swap side has been during the last number of months.  The public deserves to know what it will be voting for if the citizen initiative goes to ballot.  





Or would the whole Council just as soon we didn’t know?    


