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I’ve been accused of being overly critical of our City Council.  Although less than one third of my columns have been directed towards the council, I have been critical of them, at least those I call the New Majority, (Cader-Thompson, Hamilton, Keller, Maguire and Torilatt). I don’t believe I’ve been overly critical however.  On issues related to what they consider the environment, they vote as a block.  On issues related to restructuring the city they vote as a block.  And most often on appointments to city commissions they vote as a block. I personally believe they have already decided as a group how various issues will be handled at the council level.  What is being done by this group needs to be more than commented upon, it needs to be reported upon and analyzed over time not on a “one meeting at a time” basis.





They are a very intelligent group of people who have a singular vision of what should happen in Petaluma.  However, I don’t believe this majority listens to the community at all on their core issues. I believe they are responsive to the Sonoma County’s environmental leadership’s wishes, to their core supporters who share their viewpoints and to their personal ideologies.  I don’t think the public at large enters into their ideological agenda at all.


  


All members of the council are astute and aware of the ramifications of each individual vote on core issues.  My concern is that they also understand power politics very well and use selected information, timing, and misleading methods to obscure their goals without having to be democratic or responsive to the community.  Information is kept from the public for as long as possible, and when it is finally released, final decisions are made by the council before any opposition can be organized.  I have to admire their strategy even if I deplore it, especially from a group that talked about open and responsive government.





When they were on the other side of the microphone however, remember Lafferty, the game plan was to vilify anyone who didn’t agree with them and stretch out debate long enough for the community to rally to their side.  It worked.  But having learned from that, they’re not about to let anyone else have the time to use that tactic.





In essence, the public, as an unorganized mass, has no voice and won’t have one until it can organize in numbers large enough to get the council’s attention.  This council realizes that individuals disagreeing with them can be dismissed and ignored on an issue by issue basis.  There is no threat posed to the council by unorganized individuals.





There needs to be an organization that will accumulate the public’s concern on items of substantial day to day interest to Petaluma’s citizens.  Items that one by one may not seem significant. This should be a Petaluma organization reflecting the concerns of Petaluma voters.  It shouldn’t be a county wide forum.





Despite campaign promises to be open and listen to the public, this council seems to have done just the opposite.  I believe they have hidden agendas designed to implement their goals while at the same time setting up fiscal and procedural obstacles future councils would have to overcome to implement different future public interest programs.





Specifically, I think there is a plan to;





Drain the redevelopment district of any funds that could eventually be used by a future council to ever build Rainier.





Limit Petaluma’s growth, residential and commercial, permanently by undersizing the wastewater plant.





Halt any construction on most of the commercially zoned land. 





Divert money that could be used to lessen traffic congestion to other purposes. (sound walls, bike lanes, retrofit roundabouts)





I don’t believe they represent the people of Petaluma.  Their policy of never allowing for wide spread public input on substantive issues ( Rainier, Lafferty, redevelopment, etc.) via polling or voting on major issues shows that they know they don’t represent the general public.





I will try, with as little bias as possible, to comment on those actions I believe to be their personal agenda and not in the best interest of the majority.








