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To the Editor,

Some city councilmen have aligned against the Village at Paseo San Gorgonio project, using half-truths and scare tactics to convince residents the proposed project is bad and presents a danger to our community. It would appear that they adhere to the philosophy that if you tell a lie long and loud enough people will begin to think it is true.

One message read, “we don’t want rapists and robbers” coming to the “Jewel of the City.” It also said, “probation officers are involved in many officer involved shootings,” and tells you to “Google: Probation Officer Shootings.” Well, I did, and reviewed 21 pages of shooting incidents. I found most of the incidents had nothing to do with probation officers. Those that did involved members assigned of joint task forces dealing with drugs and gangs. It has been here for 40 years without incident. The head of the Riverside County probation department told me there are rarely any problems in or around the office where the probationers are always on their best behavior.

They talk of having ice cream stores, clothing, and kid’s stores. What were they looking at? The proposed plan by the developer last May 17, loudly quoted by a councilman, said “retail shops.” This could be ice cream stores, but more likely, being across the street from a police station and court house, it would attract professionals and businesses related to the court house. The developer, a recognized expert, explained this to council on Feb. 11. He provided demographics retail companies require relating to population and income levels before they will enter a market. He explained the area does not meet those requirements. One councilman wrote,” but I do pay attention and will listen.” Evidently not to experts, because he continues to ignore them by wanting to put a square peg in a round hole.

At a recent council meeting the same councilmen said they were shocked to see the project was now going to have an “office building” instead of a “hotel.” I find it curious that these councilmen apparently have not read the development agreement until very recently. Also, the May 17 article they have quoted clearly states “hotel or office building.” In short, this has been public knowledge for almost a year, so why were they acting surprised now.

Their misinformation goes further with references to past mistakes of the council in purchasing land and selling it cheap, and making misleading allegations against our past city manager. They also question the Banning Chamber of Commerce’s endorsement of the project. Perhaps the Chamber knows that old adage “if you build it they will come” is better than sitting on vacant land for another 5 to 10 years. Perhaps the Chamber realizes that the influx of people and decent paying jobs downtown will foster commerce and help fill empty storefronts that will generate sales tax revenue. I already know of one court related business that moved here from Yucaipa to take advantage of the court’s proximity. Now the same councilmen have put another roadblock in front of the developer. They refused to vacate two streets that dead end into the project. Art Welch said, “vacating streets has always been a part of the proposal.” I guess the councilman who wrote, “but I will do whatever is in my power to correct this current course,” is sticking to his word.

When will the misrepresentations and deceptions stop? For example, one councilman issued a press release saying he was completely cleared of any wrong doing in the police chief matter. The truth is he was never cleared of anything. The suit was settled, at a large cost to the city, therefore no investigation ever took place. Another city councilman stated that the city manager resigned, inferring it was voluntary. That is not true. He was forced to resign and who knows how much our council’s actions are going to cost us in that case. Then came the attempt to ruin Takata’s credibility in an effort to garner public support for the forced resignation. Now these same councilmen have given themselves the right to hire. Who knows how many future claims will be paid due to inappropriate actions by council members.

Our council is compounding past mistakes with new ones. A councilman recently resigned because he thought nothing was being accomplished. I disagree with that. A lot is being done and it is all negative. I believe we are taking huge steps backward by, discouraging future investors in our city, and exposing our city to massive law suits. The residents of Banning deserve more. We need leaders who put their personal grudges and agendas aside to move our city forward.

George Moyer, Banning
