Let’s fix the flooding problem once and for all.
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There is a solution to every problem.  Often however the biggest problem is getting people to agree on what the problem is. 

It’s sometimes even worse than that when people with hidden agenda use a generic “problem” (in this case flooding) to mask their real interests. This is what I believe is happening regarding the present “concern” about flooding by several council members.

It’s been obvious for many years that a faction in the community has the retention of open space west of the freeway as their sole goal. Opposition to expansion of the Factory Outlet and the construction of Rainier Avenue as an alternate freeway crossing has been the visible tool of this opposition for a long time.  Now, the issue of flooding has been raised as the politically correct way to continue opposition to any development in this area.

It’s interesting to note that the information display at the city’s recently completed “River Terrace” project on the corner of Corona and Industrial Avenue shows a photograph of two men in a row boat on Washington St. in a 1903 flood.  The flooding depicted was prior to any construction upstream of Washington St. and so could not be associated in any way with development. So let’s put that connection to rest. It has always flooded.

But, back to the issue, defining the problem.

Would anyone care about building in the flood plain if it didn’t cause flooding in other areas?  No.  So, I would define the problem as how to permit construction without increasing offsite flooding. How to do this?

I support holding, or detaining water runoff upstream before it reaches the city limits. Impounded water could then be released in controlled increments, (not by a dumb weir that can’t be adjusted) to avoid overwhelming downstream capacity. And, I think this should be done even if there isn’t a single new building constructed in the flood plain.  Note. Leisure Lakes mobile home park (How did “lakes” get into the name?) floods even though it’s upstream of any flood plain construction.  How to pay for it?

Easy, use redevelopment funds to eliminate a blighted situation, (that’s what the funds are for), use sales tax collected from the Factory Outlet and auto row as those are the present commercial locations that need protection, collect the fee already required for flood impact.

Money isn’t the holdup.  The holdup is that certain members of the council don’t want a solution to be found.     

 Along that line, we often see the council voting to have some outside consultant study a particular problem and then rejecting the “solution” recommended by that consultant.  We’ll no doubt see another proposal for further “study” of the flooding problem with an emphasis on determining the cause rather than developing a solution.

For ALL special studies commissioned by the City Council there should be a mandatory and public agreement by each and every council member to accept the results of the study.  Too often the council votes to have a study done and then those council members who don’t like the recommended solution won’t accept the results.  This gives a bad name to “studies” and wastes public funds. It’s also a good way to stall a project forever, i.e. Rainier  

If all council members agreed to accept the results, they would spend more time defining the specific problem the consultant was being asked to resolve and less positioning themselves to rejecting the results.

Rather than have several council members saying, “That’s not what I voted for when we approved this study”, we should hear, “I don’t like the results but I accept them.”

Question of the week – knowing the cost and reception the cobblestones received, will they be extended down First St. to the Foundry Wharf?

