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I’ve come across a definition of planning as, “ making decisions before it is necessary” and a definition of politics as, “ not making decisions until it’s necessary.

Planners look at probable or possible future conditions and try to arrange to have the necessary processes and infrastructure in place in preperation for these conditions becoming fact.  Politicians look at planning’s forecasts and recommendations and then adjust them for current political reality.  That is, what the public will accept.

The net result is that plans developed under objective criteria are modified subjectively for political purposes.  The resulting mix is a plan that doesn’t work and policies based on wishful thinking.

To be fair to the political side of this, they are only reacting to what they perceive as the public’s desires.  They reject what they think we won’t accept and approve only what they think the majority wants to happen.

Our developing General Plan is wending its way through the planning process and will soon (??) be presented to the City Council for the political part of the process.  At that time, the futility of trying to plan objectively will become evident.

As the council addresses the plan presented to them, their objectivity will be severely tested by the reaction of some of the public to the proposed General Plan.

Any compromise in adopting the planning recommendations almost insures that necessary future infrastructure or processes will not be in place when they are needed. The end result will be that the concerns the public had about the plan will almost surely become a self fulfilling prophesy.

Streets will either be built undersized or population will grow beyond the planning estimates and traffic congestion will result.  The naysayers will be saying, “I told you so” and the planners will be frustrated because they will be blamed. All the politicians involved in this particular General Plan process will be long gone and the then sitting ones will say it’s not their fault. Which will be true.

The citizens may be left with inadequate streets, sewer treatment facilities, water delivery systems, parking, etc.  Then the process of planning for a new future will begin all over again with a new planning staff, new policy makers and similar results.

Our new General Plan has been developed under a combination of methods.  First, the planners held a series of public meetings to invite the lay public to give its input.  320 individuals attended the first 10 meetings.  But, only 81 individuals attended more than one of those meetings. Only 39 attended more than two.  The net result is that the basic direction given to the planners for future development was provided by very few people.   

Then the planning staff and its consultant developed several alternative plans using the comments received from these attendees.  This, in turn, was presented to the Planning Commission for their input. (That’s where it is now, awaiting their final modifications.)

The modified versions (including several alternatives) will be presented to the council for possible final acceptance.  It appears unlikely to me that this will occur without the preferred alternative being returned to the Planning Commission for fine-tuning.

But then the fun begins.  The eastside, except for the land across from Rainier, between McDowell and the freeway has all been built out.  There is no land left on the eastside for infill or conversion to higher density.

This leaves the entire center and Westside as the only area for future development.  Because this area consists mostly of smaller, individual parcels, each one will become a contested request for permission to develop.  The politics of neighborhood resistance will insure that most of these parcels will develop at less than the planned density.

The end result will be far different than planned.  After spending more than several years and around $5million developing the General Plan, we will end up with a community that will reflect the varying political views of several different councils over a decade or more.

As my mother used to say, “You don’t always get what you pay for.  

