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Graffiti will always be with us in some form or another.  Whether it’s writing in and on phone booths (remember those?) or just chalk on sidewalks, someone will only be satisfied with a public display of his “statement”.  For some, it’s artistic expression and for others it’s just a tag that says, “Look at me, I’m somebody”.

Let’s talk about the artistic expression.  If you had seen the artistic graffiti on the wall behind the junkyard on Lakeville I think you would have been impressed.  It presented a pleasing view of an ugly wall and obviously took a lot of talent.

I was never aware there was any community outcry about it, and yet, one day officialdom decided to paint it over.  I never heard who it was bothering and the back fence of a junkyard couldn’t have been a less sacred place to use.

If this talent is out there in the community, it will be used.  Why not turn a blind eye if areas of little public exposure are used.  The latest article says the graffiti at the skateboard park will be removed.  Why is it all of a sudden offensive?  Could it be that the developer of the new shopping center doesn’t want that by his entrance?  

He had the option of purchasing the property and building a new skateboard park but decided it was better for him, financially, to leave the city saddled with the swim pool and skate park.  It’s going to be interesting when the deal between the city and the developer finally comes out.  Let’s hope that’s before the elections so we can see how well our City Council looked after our best interests.

This leads me into Mayor glass’s comments regarding the development of the Pomeroy property on Lakeville near Caulfield.  “There’s hundreds of millions of dollars to be made there”. And, “You’re not going to stop that, economic conditions being what they are”.

It’s strange when he talks about allowing or not allowing more development at the Factory Outlet, he practically spits out that the developers are going to make millions of dollars and the city will be left with the problems. Also that council actions control the allowed uses.  The city is supposed to be run like a business he says. Except, I quess, when he has no interest in preserving a particular space.  

Let’s talk about the city’s options.  A Petaluma realtor notes that under the present zoning the land is worth about $1million per acre but that would increase to $2 million or more if it’s rezoned. While it’s not right to SELL rezoning actions, I think it’s even worse to GIVE a rezoning away without negotiating proper mitigations for the public. 

Just for the heck of it, let’s turn the situation around.  Suppose a private land owner could make a lot of money if he could buy an easement across a neighbor’s land. Do you think the neighbor would say, “ Oh just take it, I’m not using it anyway”?  Or would he negotiate based on what the easement was worth to the buyer?  

This sure seems like a big enough deal for the city to negotiate a generous settlement for the additional traffic and probable loss of the every three or four year dredging the Corps of Engineers does for the river (from San Pablo Bay) and turning basin. 

Who’s going to pick up that tab, the public or, laughingly, the city’s general fund?  Or is the turning basin and river going to be allowed to silt up restricting navigation and possibly causing upstream flooding?  Geof and John should be interested in that.

The official handling of these projects show how secret public entities can become when there’s little chance of exposure in the press.  The Press Democrat doesn’t care about Petaluma and, as a weekly local paper, the Argus can’t provide greater coverage. 

I don’t expect much to change. 

