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Witers * Solano Gounty Land Use Initiative
* S gn Odinance
* Redevel opnent

Assenbl ynan Hanni gan, according to Solano Gounty CGounsel , has introduced
urgency legislation AB 203. It may or may not bail out the enbarrassed | ocal
governnent planners. In the proposed | egislation "the definition of "blight' is
somewhat narrowed —, which renoves the use of redevel opnent to correct floodi ng
problens or as a result of faulty planning.” It seens the Hannigan bill is
attenpting to | egi slate away, obscure the errors fromthe past and wash away any
opportunity to help truly blighted areas, specifically the Wite S ough- Sonona
vd. area in Vallejo. This area shoul d have been decl ared a redevel opnent area
instead of the Southeast Vallejo area which has a | arge percentage of vacant |and.
The new law puts a lid of 20%on the anount of vacant land allowed in a
redevel opnent project. In the proposed | egislation, by elimnating "fl oodi ng
probl ens” as a qualifier for "blight", another roadbl ock is being placed in the
way of a solution. Hannigan's new | egislation woul d blight this further by
renmovi ng the one alternative that nay be able to sol ve a serious problemfor nany
agencies : locally, for the Sate of Galifornia, and for the Governnent of the
Lhited Sates of Arerica. Anajor traffic arterial leading to Mare Island Naval
Base passes thru this area and is routinely flooded as a result of the
jurisdictional squabbl es.

FREEDQV

"Wat is the condition of the
narketplace which nost enhances
one's ability to obtain or retain
values - for instance, to start a
new business, to create new goods
and services, to secure new narkets,
to earn a profit? Wat is the
condition which offers the greatest
nunber of opportunities to pursue
one's goals ?

It is, of course freedom"
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SCLANO GONTY LANC USE | N TIATI VE

Sone people call the Land Wse Initiative the Oderly Gowh Initiative. This
title obscures the truth. The initiative does not control gromh in an orderly
nanner .

The Initiative places a noratoriumr on growth. It freezes all county | ands
and guarantees court litigation. READthe HNE PRNI'! The dty coffers and
present Aty land owners woul d be the only beneficiaries. Real Estate | and Oaners
onlimted lands inside Aty Limt lines would then have their prices go up
because of an inbal ance of supply and denand. Gties require exorbitant fees and
taxes. The County does not.

The Initiative liberally offers people the right to take away their own
ability toelect newdirections in different supervisors and to review and update
its general plan. The Initiative freezes it in concrete, elimnates public input.
The present Chairman of the Board of Supervisors has just recently shut down the
Public ForumGCommttee. This woul d have been one of the only places where there
coul d have been an open public debate of this particular issue. It remnds ne of
the Aty of Vallejo obstructing and obscuring public information.

This growth control initiative would in fact forsake broader social
pur poses.
(1) It excludes people fromthe country,
(2) Halts growth in rural areas,
(3) Does not address the issue of restrictive housing types in cities,
(4) Does not address the issue of restrictive, exclusionary down-zoni ng
practices in cities (fewer residences per acre of |and).

The initiative calls for timng and sequencing its growh, but it actually
halts, restricts, excludes opportunity for people. It allows cities to expand
their spheres of influence wthout providing building and housi ng type m xtures
and it excludes certain groups of people fromhousing by prohibitive high | and
cost or because of negligently depressed | and val ues, the result of ignoring
di |l api dation and deterioration.

The opponents and proponents have nade very inpassi oned pl eas on bot h si des
trying to appeal to the masses. Al they acconplished was get on the front pages
of the newspapers. So far the only ones benefiting are the people getting their
pictures in the papers, the politicians, the radicals, the |iberals, the rights,
the lefts. But what about the guy who pays the taxes, the guy who needs a hel pi ng
hand to get a newjob, or the housew fe who just |ost her husband to anot her
wonan. It hurts, it hurts, it hurts.

The Land Wse Initiative focuses on elimnating the right to speak, on
reducing the right to the pursuit of your own hone. It reduces the right to own
and use private property. It al so reduces and takes away sone of our rights to
representation.
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The Anerican Dreamhas becone an Anerican N ghtnnare. Peopl e are beggi ng for
reduced housi ng costs, w shing they hadn't bought when interest rates were so
hi gh. Peopl e are pleading for nore land to be nmade avail abl e for dwel lings that
are not in dty Limts. Don't the cities now have a nonopol y on devel opnent and
housi ng ?

Is there really free choice of life style in the Napa- Sol ano Gounties or are
the peopl e being planned to fit into a nold ?

The current |and use policies are uninagi native and do not put faith in the
free market, in a free society. It places nore val ue on "the process" of the few
rather than allow ng the nasses to determne their destinies as guaranteed by the
Constitution. The Initiative is acon. It allows people to determne their fate.
But inlight of the recent nedia hipe and wel | orchestrated political whoopl a on
both sides, the people wll be persuaded to give up their rights. The goal is to
per suade t hose who vote to give up their choi ces and the choi ces of those who
don't vote, to lock into place "the plan" with NOfuture opportunities to change
it until the next generation votes. By freezing the narket forces, the people are
bei ng persuaded to limt their opportunities.

Planning is vague, obscure and intimdating. |Is planning for the benefit of
governnent or the environnental s ? How does the average famly fit into the
picture ?

Wat is the bigger picture ?

Sonme weeks ago | talked with a news man from ABC t el evi si on concer ni ng t he
county enpl oyees i npasse. | asked hi mwhat he made out of the whole thing ? He
gave ne a very sinple answer, one that I could understand - "What happens in
Sol ano Gounty wi || detern ne what happens everywhere else in Galifornia. "Coul d
this also be what the land use initiative is about ?"

Qver the years |'ve seen nany | ose jobs and opportunity, hones broken in
order to see a coastal conmssion forned. |'ve seen the San Franci sco Bay
sequestered to a rat and nosquito preserve nandating sl ow access to water uses.

' ve seen the Suisun Marsh beconme a catch basin not fit for cattle, inaccessible
to hunan feet, protected by federal and state caretakers for the benefit of the

ducks. Is the Land Wse Initiative but another set of tentacles spreading into the
fabric of our society ? Wat is the reason for freezing |land uses into a hol di ng
pattern ? Uhtil "they" can regroup ? pportunity or oppression is knocking on the
door of Solano Gounty, fol ks, depending on how we vote on this land tyranny pl an.

The Space Age is upon us. People are noving in fromall over the Wrld to
our lovely state. Wthout the so called urban spraw in the Santa Qara Valley
there probably would not have been a Slicon Valley. Wthout S Ticon Valley we
woul d not have seen the advent of the mcrochi p. And without that the Space Age
woul d not have been possi bl e. People are noving to our area because of our
climate: fromthe frozen continental East Goast, fromthe dictatorial Gentral and
South Anerican countries and fromthe oppressed Asian countries to our west. --
Industry wants places to locate their roots of tonorrow, for the dreans of our
young peopl e, for the hopes of the free.
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So instead of offering thembi ckering behind cl osed doors, educate themto
the inpacts of a frozen | and use.

Non- conpetitive | and costs.

Non- conpeti tive buil ding types

Non- conpeti tive | eader shi p.

An at nosphere of dissension, disgust, disrespect for denocracy.
The factor of discouraged hopes and dreans.

Wiat are the avail able alternatives ?
Wat are the avail abl e conprom ses ?

Wiere is the good judgnent ?

If the voters pass this initiative, they wll be blocking their alternatives
and danaging the ability to conpromse !

e Adult
¢———alternatives
judgment - blocked
?

Parent G Child

compromise damaged

ARE VE GO NG TO LET THE Berkel ey based | N Tl ATl VE WR TERS
D CTATE OR LI VES ?
READ THE FINE PR NT GF THE | N Tl ATl VE
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Years ago, a handful of patriots declared "No taxation w thout
representation.” The Boston Tea Party was the synbolic beginning of the call to
freedom Men did not neekly sit by and watch. They were nen of action, notivated
tothe will of free determnation, not to be ruled by tyranny but by their own
consci ences and dreans, not to subjugate others.

Today, many have becone | azy, |eaving the deciding to others. Many peopl e
don't even register to vote, let alone vote. In our last |ocal election we saw a
38%turnout of the registered voters. Assuming that only 50%of the eligible
peopl e bother to register, the election turnout was a pretty poor show ng. Wat is
happening to us ?

* Mybe it's the result of disheartening nedia reports.
* Mybe it's because everybody is too busy.
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* Mybe it's because too nmany peopl e don't think one vote wll nake a
di f ference.

* Mybe it's the denoralizing inpacts of bleeding the taxpayers in worship of
the sacred | ess fortunate.

* NMybe it's the fact that facts are obscured, data access i s obstructed,
neetings hi dden, agendas control | ed.

* Mybe it's because there isn't an active voter registration program

* Mybe it's the thousands and t housands and t housands of pages of |aws, rules,
regul ations, codes, edicts, restrictions, nandates, ordi nances, resol utions
i n exi stence NOV

O d you ever stop to think that every day every one of us no natter whet her
we are a "lawabiding citizen" or not , breaks at |east one | aw ? Maybe peopl e are
fed up wth the, as one planni ng conm ssioner put it, "bal oney".

Not every nman has or takes the tine, has the patience to think about the
effect of his own behavior on those around him Mst would agree it is
unreasonabl e to let others determne our feelings and thinking 100% Yet too nmany
are no-longer open to new i deas, no-longer wel cone potential explanations of
what's happening to us. "I can't believe that. | won't hear that. It's not nice to
think like that." VW live in a free society where rel ati onshi ps are determned by
intimdation, deceit and fear, and al so by conpassi on, understandi ng and respect.
How can peopl e vote for representatives, for a system wthout thinking about
these things ? Sone do.
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S GN GRD NANCE

Qur Letter No. 3 addressed the Vallejo S gn Odinance as a |ocal natter.
S nce then peopl e fromdifferent comunities have agreed! S gn ordi nances are
oppressi ve, anti-commerce and in restraint of trade.

The new sign ordinance in Vallejo will declare nearly 2/3rds of the existing
permssible signs illegal and a public nuisance. This taxabl e property wll be
decl ared "unnecessary clutter". So far the Aty Gouncil has del ayed any and al |
action on the ordinance. | think they are hoping the matter bl ows over. Maybe they
are waiting to see if the coomunity can cone to sone kind of a consensus.

CONSENSUS! What does that nean? It neans nobody di sagrees, but is there
agreenent ? Wat does consensus have to do with free trade ?, a contract ?
Gonsensus? Al those disagreeing are hammered into silence, decide to conply, bury
their oppositions in their bones and get cancer or high bl ood pressure |ater.

O Novenber 1, 1983 when the Vallejo dty ordi nance for gougi ng busi ness
si gnage was heard by F anni ng Corm ssion, the spokesnan for Goncerned Merchants
Associ ation was held off to the last by the GCoomission Chair. (oviously he was the
spokesnan for a large nunber of those attending. After a fewmnutes of his
speaking the chair's assistant interrupted in an infl anmat ory nanner saying the
speaker had exceeded the tinme limt for speaking. (5 mnutes to that point, yet it
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was recogni zed by all that he was representing and speaking for at |east 2 dozen
nerchants and individual s in the audi ence, and nany not in attendance.) The
speaker did acquiesce to the chair after a few nore words. Tal k about attenpt to
i nfl ane the busi ness coomunity. The peopl e in attendance were not at all happy
wth this nuzzling of free speech, but they renained orderly.

Wen the "official™ mnutes of that neeting cane out - there wasn't scarcely
nore than a passing nention of the principal speaker for the opposition -
distorting, deleting, inferentially discrediting what he said. The opposition to
this | atest oppression of the entrepreneurs has been consistently obstructed fron
public input, blocked fronm presentati on. Renenber: The Beauty tyrants are
coordinating this push through pl anning. And pl anni ng departnent staff want to
keep their jobs. In part that's done by howthe "official mnutes" of the neeting
is kept.

The sign ordinance is just a snall piece of the pie, though. Instead of
concentrating so nmuch tine and effort intoit, the Gouncil, should be directing
staff towork wth industry to relieve the burgeoning need and pressure of the
mcrochip industries by actively encouraging themto nove into this Napa-Vall g o-
Fairfield Triangle. V& have a trenendous opportunity to build a business park in
our area, such as the Research Triangle in North Carolina. Businesses noving into
a catalytic environment such as that would not put up crummy signs. They woul d
bring their own good standards of design wth themand utilize |local talent;

NOI' MIZZLE LOCAL TALENT !

The research triangl e concept is the nodel for the Enterprise Zone. It is
not one run by Community Devel opnent bureaucrats, personally coomtted to keeping
their jobs. Fairfield recognizes the possibilities of an ENTERPR SE ZO\E and yet
they qui bbl e over Iand swaps and worn out orchards. The Aty of Napa continues to
bury its head in the sand. It pretends not to notice the interest, hoping it wll
go away and when soneone does bring it up that person runs the risk of being
ostracized. Vallejo, as sone playfully say, is issuing life vests to all its
residents. "Let's nake sure no one drowns in the next high tide while businesses
are bei ng sandbagged. "

"Econom ¢ Devel opnent Districts” as proposed by governnent is just another
formof blight by planning. See the Assenbly bill bei ng proposed by Assenbl ynan
SamFarr. Qassifying devel opnent this way nay obscure the fact that the taxation
si phonage, functions of redevel opnent, will remain intact, under a separate title.

There is a trenendous anount of conpetition between Fairfield, Vacaville,
Vallejo and Benicia. As a result they are driving housing costs up instead of down
to inprove inage. Napa i s very candidly di scouragi ng devel opnent .

Vacaville is presently going in another direction. They have vacant |and
comng out of their ears in the formof existing industrial parks. Fairfield has
the sane thing. Vallejo doesn't have that, but does have the water, water, water.
And then there is all this land to the north of Vallejo into Napa Gounty. Very
seldomdo | see any intense agriculture use there. | think they just want to | ook
at the "pretty" green hills (brown 8 nonths every year) while real estate val ues
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are driven sky high in the valley. The area between Napa and Vallejo is a disgrace
to the proud wne industry in North Napa Gounty. South County is a hodge- podge of
activity wthout a conpass. Wy is Napa forcing devel opment into Sol ano Gounty ?
They don't talk of specific area plans for that area and if they have, it has been
obscured and di scour aged.
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REDEVELCPMENT - BLI GHT BY PLANN NG

Qllinsville-Montezuna HIls Litigation - the residents of Birds Landing are
suing the county because the redevel opment project is not in conformty wth
current state law It was in conformty when the project was approved prior to the
first of the year. S nce then, however, the | aw has changed. The residents are
conpl ai ni ng because over 90%of the land is vacant grazing land. For this
redevel opnent project to be declared qualified for redevel opment it needs to
gualify as being blighted. Vacant grazing | and hardly seens "blighted" unless the
sheep have overused their turf.

Sout heast Val | e 0 Redevel oprment - one supervisor said "It needed it"
referring to the conditions in that end of town. Yes, it is true nuch of that area
of Vallejo has been forgotten thru the years but it should have been taken care of
by the city and county on a regul ar nmai nt enance schedul e. Now t he Redevel oprent
Agency gal | ops into the scene and gets to save the hides of our el ected officials.
Wiat really happens is that the area is rehabilitated wthin the enpire of the
Redevel opnent Agency. The Supervisor who said that part of Vallejo needs it, was
correct. However, he's willing to go for inproving the inage in light of the fact
that only 10-15%of $30, 000,000 tab is devoted to city inprovenents and anot her
25-30%to Qounty areas.

That | eaves the najority of the noney for indefinite purposes. School issues
have not been addressed as to the pass-through of state educational funds bei ng
used to build school s and overpasses w thout a voter approval or expl anation.

Dupl i cation of funding, so-called sinple explanations - bleeding Sate coffers
under the false clainm of "need", and | oophol es - Lack of school accounting and
hi ghway bui I ding funds. Maybe a public audit is needed ? An investigation.

ight issues are not resolved. The definition of Beauty and beastly
aesthetic is not defined. For the Aty as a sovereign entity to inpose its tastes
onits citizenry is tyrannical and exceeds the privileges of representatives in a
free society.

Even Tom Hanni gan' s proposed | egi sl ation of March 1983 defined blight ed
areas as :"those which are characterized by — properties wthin the area suffering
fromeconomc dislocation, deterioration, or disuse resulting fromfaulty
planning.” Hs current proposed |egislation proposes to elimnate faulty planni ng
as one of the requirenents of blight.

Faul ty P anni ng ?

Does Hannigan admt the possibility ? Ever since Gristnas, Vallejo Aty
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pl anners have decl ared portions of Southeast Vallejo blighted. These so cal |l ed
condi ti ons have been well known for many years by Gouncil and staff; and have not
occurred over night. In order for an area to be redevel oped it nust be called
blighted. Raw, vacant |and to be used for new devel opnent hardly qualifies for
blight. Is this to enhance real estate val ues ?

At the same tine, the Sonona Bl vd. Wiite S ough area has been i gnored until
recently. Aty Gouncil nenbers even dared to admt not know ng the existence of
present Aty Limt lines in the area. This troubles ne. Qur representatives don't
even take the tine to know their jurisdictional territory. Miybe they have
suffered the sane as the common nan: from obscured and obstructed access to
information. How are the other jurisdictional clainants of Wite S ough handl i ng
this ? (Arny Qorps of Engineers, Bay Gonservation District Commssion, California
Departnent of F sh and Gane, Gal -Trans, etc.)

It seens to ne that Sonona Blvd.- Wite Sough is truly blighted because of
the flooding, rats, road closures, business closures, nosquitoes. Qould it be the
undue hardshi p of jurisdictional squabbling is the najor cause of blight?
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