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Although the rumored Pomo Indian casino south of town will never likely come into being, there’s fun in thinking about it.  First of all, think of all those who should be in favor of it.  The environmentalists, commuters, Rohnert Park, Cotati, County, and Petaluma officials.  We might add Petaluma businesses and the county tourism bureau.

This might seem like an unusual group to support a casino, but read on.

The environmentalists would seem to be the most unusual members of this group but consider that if gamblers were given the opportunity to stop in Petaluma and gamble, they wouldn’t drive on to a Rohnert Park casino or any of those further north along 101.  There would be much less pollution then if they were driving all the way to Hopland or Geyserville. They would barely get into Sonoma County and, with the prevailing winds, their exhausts – and less of it – would blow south over the bay.

It would reduce traffic all along 101 north of Petaluma and the Pomos surely would help fund the Novato Narrows.  This should make commuters both north and south of Petaluma happy.

In other communities Indian casino operators have always been willing to help fund and support various community services and needs.  They might even help Petaluma get its streets paved.

Elected officials north of Petaluma and property owners in Alexander Valley would appreciate the lesser numbers of gamblers coming to their jurisdictions.  And the possible negative effect that might have on the existing and proposed casinos.  It could cause other casinos to either reduce their sizes or limit their growth potentials.

Petaluma itself would be in a great position.  Drunken drivers and sleepy gamblers returning south would quickly be out of Sonoma County and therefore no problem for us.  Those drawn to a Petaluma casino as tourists would first of all visit Petaluma before exploring the rest of the wine county.  Our business and sales tax receipts would soar without having to provide many city services.

I know there are many arguments against any casino but the benefits aren’t often explored.  The above is a view of  change from a “glass half full” point of view.  Those who have a negative “glass half empty” point of view will have totally different, and equally valid, arguments.  

My point in this exercise it to present how a problem might be viewed if positive viewpoints were among those initially expressed.  Think about it, in most instances where change is proposed, problems are usually brought out first.  Only after much discussion and argument do some of the benefits enter the discussion.

Unfortunately, by this time, most minds are made up, usually in a negative way.  Is it a human trait that negatives have more impact than positives?  We see political campaigns built almost entirely on negative attack ads. Where would this column be if I only commented on things worthy of praise? Gossip wouldn’t be gossip if it focused on the good points of a person’s life.  That’s called recognition and appreciation.

To view negative comments in a positive way, let’s acknowledge that criticism often leads to improvements. Debate is always good.  

******

On another topic, is now the time to get rid of that silly “point nine” cents per gallon tacked on every gas station price board?  When I was young and gas sold for around 20 cents per gallon, whether it was 20.4 or 20.9 was significant.  Now, with gas over $3.25, it seems like a foolish custom.  If gas was $3 per gallon and your mileage was 30 miles per gallon, gas would cost 10 cents per mile of travel.  Would you even bother to go out of your way to save that extra one tenth of a cent per gallon eliminating the point nine represents?  What gas station in town will be the first to eliminate the point nine?    

