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If you haven’t voted absentee already, here are some thoughts about approving bond and tax issues.  

Overall, I favor taxes because there is a direct link between you, your money and how the money will be used.  Voting for a tax means you are willing to contribute a sum of your money for a given period of time for a specific purpose.

Voting for a bond is more a leap of faith.  The bond revenue will most likely be spent for the purposes stated, BUT, how the bond will be paid off is a totally different issue.  Bond approval lets the government entity borrow money for a specific purpose with the promise to pay off those bonds from other revenue. And that’s the rub.

The problem with paying off bonds is that the government entity that borrowed the money can use funds you thought would be spent for transportation, recreation, the environment, health, safety, or other purposes.  If the state, in the case of prop 57, gets the $15 billion to bail out the state’s fiscal short fall and chooses to pay off those bonds with money from say the transportation account, money which would otherwise be spent for roads or mass transit, would you be happy?  

In approving a bond issue, you’re betting that the bonds won’t be paid off with money you want to see spent for specific purposes.  But, once the bonds are sold, the government entity can use whatever revenue it chooses to pay them off.  It’s a gamble on your part.

On local measure C, the Petaluma School District parcel tax, I thought they were doing OK.  The proceeds were to be used to keep libraries open, restore music and art programs, restore smaller class sizes, etc.  That seemed specific enough until I read the last seven words, “and provide necessary educational programs and materials.”  “Necessary” is whatever the administrators of the fund say is necessary.  This allows these funds to be spent for anything.

Never the less, it’s a local need; it’s for a short period (4 years) and can be kept track of by interested citizens.  Probably a good candidate for approval.

Prop 57 is a different case.  First it’s a bond issue, which I don’t trust.  Second, if the state is permitted to dodge the bullet on fiscal responsibility again, I fear there is little hope for any systemic change in how the state government does business.

Failure of this measure would have serious impact on state and local services.  But passage might also have equally serious consequences.  I’m voting against this measure solely to pressure state government to significantly change its ways.  There will be consequences but, if it’s seen as a follow-up to the recall of Governor Davis, it will get the legislature’s attention.

They were able to sit back and watch the recall without any risk to themselves.  I don’t think they will be able to maintain business as usual if Prop 57 fails.  They will blame the public but they will still have to act to keep the state operating.  This might force them to change their good old boys way of operating.

Prop 56 is even more dangerous.  The advertising for it emphasizes punishing the legislators for being late in approving the state’s budget.  It shows them in a “food fight” and indicates passage of Prop 56 will discipline them.  All this causes the voter to look at punishing the legislators and miss the real function of Prop 56 which is to lower the percentage of votes needed to increase taxes from 66% to 55%. I’m definitely against Prop 56.  T`axes should be difficult to increase.  

Governor Davis’s recall and Governor Arnold’s election sent a message regarding the Governor’s Office. Defeat of Props 56 and 57 will send that same message to the legislature.        

