It’s still about money
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Reading about existing and pending city staff layoffs, council candidates comments on several issues, and last week’s story about more big box development, I see a lot of compromises will have to be made to keep the city running effectively.  Everyone wants everything without anyone being unhappy.

The most basic goal seems to be increasing revenues for city operations without allowing growth detrimental to quality of life.

The three large vacant properties quietly being positioned for potential development as new, big box, sales tax generating centers are the poster children for this.  It seems this will not be an either/or choice between the three but an “as many as possible” hope for a major increase in sales tax revenue. Each of these will have major impact on eastside traffic congestion.

At the same time the city is trying to maximize revenue, some want a Community and Financial Impact Report on all proposed major commercial developments, basically to provide justification to protect existing businesses. While this may be a sensitive thought, no big box developer can guarantee (even before the project is approved) the mix of type, size, employment, pay level, benefits and even brand name of the city’s “desired stores”.

Under such rules, each decision would have to measure probable revenue against the subjective social and economic impact on existing businesses. This would allow rejection of any business some might see as competition for existing businesses.  As an example of the folly of this, remember when the development of the Factory Outlet on Petaluma Blvd North was going to draw all the business from downtown and create massive traffic problems on Payran? Never happened.

This attempt to be all things to all people makes for nice relationships between the city council and the public, but is not sustainable or implementable.  Big box revenue brings with it traffic and all of its problems.

I sure would like the council to commit to using some of the sales tax revenue to minimizing or eliminating these problems.   

The City Council could experience this problem first hand if they would require an Employee Impact Report noting how each city department would be affected by the council’s budget decisions.  Should some city projects be turned down because they might cause either an increase or reduction in city employees?

The budget was to have been approved last Monday so this may be moot, but perhaps it will give the council a possible way to practice what they  preach to others.    

In another area, will we retain our historic community/agriculture relationship while promoting ourselves as an upscale gateway to the wine country for day-trippers and weekend party town?  Perhaps the development of 1st Street has terminated the Ag relationship anyway.  Is the relationship dead or just conveniently tucked away until needed to support the fairground development?

*********

Changing horses here, I’ve been thinking about the election process.  How do we select our preferred choice?  I’ve reached the conclusion that it’s by elimination. We start with the whole list and gradually eliminate candidates.  The last man standing is our choice.

This carries over to his or her performance in office.  Looking ahead to reelection he doesn’t want to do anything that will cause any of us to cross off his name early on in the next election. Accordingly, we get the fluff and evasion from our elected officials that we have forced them to adopt in order to keep us happy.

*********

Everyone seems to be supporting the SMART rail system.  Perhaps you should try to imagine how you or any of your friends might use the system.  

