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It’s getting close to election time again and that means those who intend to vote should begin to pay attention to what the various candidates are saying.  We read in the newspaper or see on TV what the President and his opponent are saying but little else.  Senate and House campaigns aren’t even on the radar screen.  We’re getting some positions on state ballot initiatives, but not much else.  

Locally, the Argus has been printing the opinions of our City Council candidates.  This is good, but as these neutral reports come out only weekly and in small installments, it’s necessary for everyone to make an effort to either remember these positions or clip the articles to review before voting.

In simple terms, our city election seems to be mostly a contest between those who support building Rainier and those who don’t. Incumbent O’Brien is for Rainier, Torliatt against.  Challenger Nau is for and challengers Burton and Thomas are against. Burton waffles his position and leaves plenty of room to say, “ I never said I was for it.”

As future issues of the Argus provide the candidates’ opinions on other issues, pay close attention for inconsistencies.  Those who are against Rainier will use minor, very specific, potential impacts of building Rainier as a reason not to proceed.  But note, are those same people equally as concerned about the impacts from the development proposals for the Kenilworth site?

Compared to the disruption of traffic on Washington St. caused by development of big box stores and apartments at the Kenilworth site, traffic from further development at the Factory Outlet will not even be noticeable.  Perhaps the candidates should all be asked how they would address the traffic impacts on Washington from the Kenilworth development and probable future development of the fairgrounds.

While I see Rainier as the primary identifying indicator of the candidates future positions on many issues, there are other issues which should be commented upon.

The new council will approve the General Plan. Where do they stand on that?  Do they favor high density infill or open spaces in the city?  What population figure do they think is reasonable for Petaluma to plan for by 2025?

Our water supply and especially how it’s allocated to the community should also be of concern to voters.  The council’s present position is to allocate water by pricing. Those that can or are willing to pay more can use more. 

This heavily favors those with money, as the cost increment is only a minor item to them.  Are the low income condemned to having brown lawns?  If development needs to be constrained because of possible water shortages, does that mean ALL development or just controversial development? 

There will be specific items and issues discussed between now and November 2nd that the candidates will get a chance to address.  So far, the incumbents have been successful in not being controversial and the challengers’ ideas have all seemed a little unreal.

Burton favors a vote of the people on specific decisions like the Fairgrounds or Rainier. (That’s in addition to this November’s advisory vote)  Why elect a city council if all major issues are to be voted on by the public.

Thomas thinks an intra city trolley system is the answer to traffic congestion. Can she be serious when our buses are mostly empty?  Imagine two sets of trolley tracks down the middle of Washington, Petaluma Blvd, McDowell, etc.

Nau thinks the city should recruit specific businesses for downtown.  If the Chamber of Commerce can’t accomplish this, I don’t think the Planning Department can either.         

For all the visions they each have for Petaluma, a bottom line question should be, “Can you identify any reasonable, probable, sources of funding for your solutions to problems?             

