Filename: Urban myth





The end of an urban myth


By Jack Balshaw


11/25/98





I’m so used to hearing Vince, Hank, John and Jeff lecturing the Council about the flooding around the Payran area being due to the development of east and north Petaluma, that I’ve almost begun to believe it myself. The Council doesn’t mind hearing that story because it gives them further reason  not to build Rainier and not to allow development west of the freeway.





But lo and behold in the November 20th issue of the Argus Courier, there was a picture of a rowboat and electric train at Lakeville and Washington showing a flooded condition.  The picture had to be taken in the early 1900’s or late 1800’s.  So we now have evidence that major flooding occurred before there was any development east of Lakeville.





A little more research came up with an article in the February 98 issue of the Petaluma Post regarding a January 1, 1900 storm that put 2 feet of water on Washington St. This might have been the same storm as noted above, or it might have been another. It only took 3.47 inches of rain over two days to cause a problem of this magnitude.  





The fact that the water was deep enough on Washington St. to allow the use of a boat is a significant fact.  I’ve been here since 1969 and the only time Washington was flooded was during the major flood of 1982.  None of the other floodings of the Payran area were high enough to close Washington St.  Such floodings of a lesser nature could have occurred often prior to 1954 without any the newspaper taking notice. The paper wouldn’t have reported on only empty fields being flooded, which was the situation in the Payran area before 1954.





But there are other urban myths.  Perhaps I should say urban political myths.  In a recent story about the abandonment of the numerous landscape assessment districts (LAD’s), the comment was made by a city source that if the LAD’s weren’t abandoned, the cost would fall on all the taxpayers.  The threat of some cost falling on all the taxpayers in usually one that brings support for some action the politicians want to take.





But think about it for a minute.  Our property taxes are capped at 1% no matter how efficiently or inefficiently the city operates.  They can’t get any more from us.  The sales tax is set by the state and we, the voters, are the only ones who can increase that tax in our geographical area.  The state income tax is another one the city has no control over.





So how can anything the city does increase, or decrease for that matter, any tax we pay?





How the city operates can affect us in other ways however. Inefficiency in one department (or the construction of an unnecessary $300,000 traffic circle) means that money spent unnecessarily isn’t available to use for another purpose.  Other departments have to do without to compensate for the operation of an inefficient department.  





While this doesn’t cost us any more money, it does means we receive less of some service because of the inefficiency.  The threat of passing on cost to the general taxpayer is one big urban political myth.





It is important however to pay attention to what our Council does spend money on.  If only because it might mean they don’t have money left to do something else we think needs to be done.  We tend to not pay attention to items, projects and policies that aren’t of direct interest to us.  This is where money gets allocated and isn’t available for more important projects.  Lafferty Ranch expenses, more studies for Rainier, more studies for the new wastewater treatment facility and unnecessary traffic signals come immediately to mind.





In the case of the Payran area and flooding, a falsehood told often enough begins to sound
