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This seems like a good time for a rant to clear my frustrations. Sometimes, the daily news is just too much to accept without comment.

You may have noticed the news lately designed to make us aware of potential water shortages in our area. While there is a need to be concerned, there seems to be a greater interest in protecting the Water Agency (run by our supervisors) from any blame.

My particular interest is in how much water the Water Agency provides to Marin.  I’ve asked two questions, “What are our legal obligations to provide water?” and “Are we providing more than that?”  These could lead to the questions of “How much?” and “Why?”  Answers are not forthcoming. Marin loves our water but not our commuters’ vehicles.  Perhaps we should consider reducing the water line to Marin to the equivalent of the two lanes through the Novato narrows.

At the same time, our City Council could start discussing how and when it might begin to supplement our Water Agency allotments with water from city wells. Let’s hope they don’t wait until shortages strike before studying the matter.

A second irritation is the manner in which our council uses the “results” of the recent Retail Leakage Study at a cost of $75,000, to justify retail expansion, especially at the Kenilworth site.

The consultant, because he didn’t consider traffic problems, determined the best locations to be at freeway interchanges. Justification to develop Kenilworth and NOT allow further development at the Factory Outlet followed from the basic qualification of requiring an existing interchange nearby for retail development.

Strange how this fits some council members’ agenda.  As an aside, I wonder how many thousand plain citizens could have come up this the same finding at no cost to the city?

Let’s follow this a step farther.  In line with the current budget hearings, how many small non-profits could have been helped with that $75K wasted primarily to justify and support the council’s desires to develop Kenilworth and reap more sales tax revenue?

If non-profit organizations being de-funded by the city paid attention to potential wasteful studies during the year, perhaps they could find funds for their favorite programs.  Maybe they should be required to find slack in the budget if they want funding.  They could get the funding and we could get a leaner budget.

An alternative would be for them to get access to any revenues over and above those projected during the budget review.

A third irritant for me today is the continual attempt to get a sales tax increase out of us to fund rail transit.  In the current instance, by saying this money would also be used for roads, bike paths, busses and practically anything that will get each small interest group to support it.  Perhaps ballots requesting money for the same purpose over and over again should be required to follow baseball rules; three strikes and you’re out.

Steel wheel is dead. The tracks will eventually be abandoned. Petaluma will have the strongest and most expensive bicycle bridge in California.  (The railroad bridge being built across the river at Lakeville.)

And finally, the continual public funding to fix failed levees in the delta.  Why does the state have to fix failed private levees when we could purchase the land for less than the cost of fixing them and never have to repair one again?  Why should we pay for them at all?  I don’t see the farmers giving us a discount when they start producing again.

I feel better now.

