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The candidates for the November city council election are now known.  They offer a range of political views from environmentalists to businessmen.  The two way race for Mayor between Mike Healy and Pamela Torliatt promises to be interesting, especially if Torliatt wins the mayoral position and leaves her council position vacant to be filled after the new council is seated.

Healy has taken moderate positions on most controversial items.  Torliatt seems to primarily represent environmental interests.  

But, looking at the present council’s interest in secrecy, I’m disappointed in all the incumbents.   Here we are way, way into development of the old Kenilworth School site and there has been NO indication from city hall that anything is happening between the city and the developer.

Under the present council I don’t expect any information will be made public until the day after the elections. This is shameful!  

Here is probably the biggest commercial development in Petaluma in decades, bigger than the ongoing downtown development in terms of traffic, new residences, sales tax generation and day to day impact on our shopping and travel habits, yet we know little or nothing about the details and absolutely nothing about the negotiations between the city and the developer.  Why is this council being so secretive?

They either know what is being negotiated by the city manager and won’t tell us, or even worse, don’t know and prefer to keep their heads in the sand so they can’t be blamed for the end result.  Those not running for re-election can’t take a pass on this without affirming their preference for secrecy in city business.

This brings me to the very current speculation about having a baseball stadium at the fairgrounds and, most significantly, extending the fairgrounds lease for another 65 (!!!) years.  How can we vote to re-elect those running for office if their preferred method of operation is to keep their intentions and actions secret until the last possible minute?

It seems to me, if the community wants a ball park, the rational action is to cooperate with the fair board and let them have the negotiated revenue for the 17 years remaining in their lease with the city receiving the revenue after that period.  The fair board has frequently shown they are quite willing to use their position as a “state” agency, not subject to city control (like an Indian reservation), to do whatever they want on the fairgrounds.

The day after any lease extension is signed, the fair board could sublease the whole area (excepting some appearance as to still being a fair) to anyone for 65 years. This could be a multi million dollar action. Any candidate willing to blindly extend this lease shouldn’t be considered for a position of public trust.

I hope those non incumbents running for council seats will present forceful positions regarding both open government and their thoughts on the proposed development of both the old Kenilworth site and extending the fairgrounds lease.  If they don’t know enough to comment on this major issue, what else don’t they know about regarding city government and operations? 

They will have to use the time between now and election day to define themselves to us and establish they’re worthy contenders for the job.  

Those with experience on city committees or boards should emphasize what they have done in the past in those official positions.  What someone has done is much more indicative of their positions and beliefs than the usual vague mush most elections generate.

The incumbents running will no doubt tell us what they will do in future.  Perhaps it would be fair to ask why those things haven’t been done while they’ve been serving on the city council.   

