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The local City Council elections next week offer a large selection of candidates to choose from.  Despite environmental advocates persuading several candidates to drop out of the race, there are still five City Council candidates who seem to favor an environmental agenda.  In addition to Pamela Torliatt who is running for re-election there are Scott Vouri, Jim Mobley, David Glass and Gabe Kearney.





They generally support the decision not to build Rainier and the present New Majority position of limiting water use in Petaluma by restricting supply.  They also agree that building should be restricted in the area immediately west of the freeway, often referred to as the flood plain.  





Mobley, Vouri and Kearney, while environmentally sensitive, seem to be independent of control by outside environmental groups like Sonoma County Conservation Action.  Torliatt and Glass are not.





On the other side of issues are Bryant Moynihan, Mike O’Brien and Wayne Vieler.  These three seem more inclined to review and act on proposed projects individually rather than having the preset agenda of the environmental fundamentalists.





My biggest concern is that future options will be closed by the actions of an ideological council.  The problem facing voters is to imagine what problems might surface in the future because of decisions made now to implement an environmental agenda.





Starting with Rainier, what might the future bring?  Not building Rainier hasn’t made much of an impression on any of us.  It was never there to use so there was no feeling of loss when the present environmental majority decided to kill the project.





But, what about the future?  Once the buzzword project, “the Hub”, is built on the present Kenilworth Junior High site, there will be even greater traffic problems on Washington and of course through the Washington/McDowell intersection.  A concentration of public service agencies and 470 apartments will have a huge impact





In a few years the fairgrounds lease runs out and there will be many acres of primarily open land to develop.  No matter how it is developed, its daily impact on Washington will be much higher than the infrequent special events at the present fairgrounds.  How will traffic be diverted from Washington without Rainier?





Now let’s talk about future water supplies. If the amount of drinking water available to Petaluma were limited, what future problems might develop?  Citizens and businesses would be obligated forever to use no more water than the present conservation oriented City Council thinks is enough when they negotiate this issue next year.





Restrictions to water use imposed by ordinance or pricing can be changed by future councils at the insistence of future voters.  But, limitations on water availability created by today’s council cannot be lifted except by construction of new pipelines or by some other city relinquishing its water allotment to Petaluma.





A general rule I have tried to follow in life, and when I was on the council, is to keep my options open.  In making decisions related to today, don’t impose restrictions prohibiting future changes which might be needed to solve a future problem.  The present council’s New Majority operates on just the opposite premise.  Their goal is to close as many future options as possible to extend their control of city operations far past their time in office.





Bryant Moynihan, Mike O’Brien and Wayne Vieler would at least preserve future options for future councils to use as needed.  As a bonus, Bryant Moynihan has a strong interest in opening the city’s books so voters will be able to see just how public funds are being spent.  This would be a major change from the present methods of transferring funds between city accounts so that the public never knows how money is being allocated or what priorities are being set behind closed doors.





Don’t forget to vote next Tuesday, November 7th  


