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Now that the city manager has been given the OK to reach and execute an agreement with the purchasers of the Kenilworth site without any further public discussion, we can assume the outline of development of the Kenilworth site has been defacto approved.  One down and one to go.

Last week the fairgrounds moved into first place for another non-public, defacto development agreement.  While, officially, this might seem like just informal talks, a decision has been made to make arrangements to find a way of paying the fair board to relinquish their lease early.  They get money to purchase another rural site and the city gets to develop the fairgrounds site.

There are several things we should consider.

First, the newspaper reported, “discussions on the future of the fair and fairgrounds have been limited to talks between individual councilmembers or city staffers and fair officials. But City Manager Mike Bierman promised the city will begin a series of formal meetings with the fair board ‘over the next several months’ ”. He didn’t say they would be public, only formal. (Councilmember Healy promised public meetings, “Once the school site had been sold”.  I’m still waiting.)

They had to be individual meetings to keep within the Brown Act on open government. But, if more than three councilmembers have so met or been kept briefed, this represents a “serial meeting” and should be a public matter.

The second reason for such haste I’m afraid is that the City Council wants to get both of these sites developed or committed as soon as possible.  If the Kenilworth site is developed and open for business before a use for the fairgrounds is legally committed, the traffic might be so bad that the public would rebel against any more development at the fairgrounds.  What kind of traffic would the 38 acre Kenilworth site plus the 63 acre fairgrounds site generate? Use your imagination.

The third reason for the haste is that the city wants to generate as much money as possible as soon as possible.  This makes sober reflection of what’s best for Petaluma in the long haul very unlikely. City staff has a monetary conflict of interest.  “City staff” is in reality the city manager.  And the city manager follows council desires.

We have another instance of secret government actions on another major developmental site.  Perhaps the openness or secretiveness of sitting councilmembers on this subject (both Kenilworth and the Fairgrounds) should be a factor in the next election.    

A change of topic here, something truly troubling.    

I could provocatively say, “Dying for your country doesn’t count”, but the actuality is that “Dying for your country isn’t counted.”  Have you noticed over the last month or so that the media, all the media, have stopped announcing the cumulative Iraq casualty count on the nightly news?

It was my perception that the daily increase in the casualty count was making people aware just what the cost of the Iraq war was in terms of human losses.  This in turn probably focused peoples’ attention on that cost to the detriment of the administration. (i.e., more people are turning against the war)  Has there been political pressure on the media to cease giving these numbers to the public daily?  Or maybe the Pentagon news releases just don’t provide the cumulative figure and the media are too lazy to keep adding up the daily numbers.

I remember how President Carter had to suffer daily as the nightly news would add one more day to the cumulative count of how many days our hostages in Iran had been held captive.  Why shouldn’t Bush have to live with similar count of Americans killed and wounded?

As of July 16, the number is 887 killed, over 5000 wounded. 

