During my campaign for office I had the opportunity to join the other candidates and speak to the public about my philosophies and ideas.  Afterwards the candidates had the opportunity to answer questions from the public.  One of the questions went something like this: “if the public overwhelmingly opposes something, but you are for it, how would you vote?”  I recall the general consensus from the group being something to the affect of “the people voted for me to do what is best for the city”; I specifically remember a comment about a council members position is not about “mob rule”.  My answer, however, was quite a bit different from the group.  I believe that I have taken a position to serve the public.  I promised to take the public’s input, synthesize it with the facts and that I would always explain my vote.  

We have had the opportunity to hear from the public.  I have listened in two formal meetings, received e-mail, post mail, and phone calls.  This is one of those issues where I have heard the public overwhelmingly oppose an issue.  For the most part, the people that have been for the historic district have been business owners and in the case of the business owners, most of the support has been soft and qualified.  

The majority of the message that I heard from the opposition can be sorted into 3 items: What is in it for me, the government meddles, and mistrust.  For the most part everyone that wanted to be left out echoed all three of these topics.  I for one, will say that those who oppose the historic district have a perception that I have not seen match reality.  I had the opportunity to witness the work the Historical Planning Commission did on the Hortman/Dobbs project and I believe that it was a win/win for the developer as well as the city.  

I also heard Tara Malone’s passionate argument, and I agree that if we vote against this district, there is a good chance that the people will be back in front of us once someone tries to erect a geodesic dome house next to a historic home.  However, I am still faced with the issue that perception is reality.  

For me it comes down to the WIIFM argument.  What do I tell an owner who has some of his property rights diminished?  They want to know “What is in it for me?”  I cannot offer any compensation like tax incentives.  All I can offer is a buffer in the form of a Historic Commission that will try and keep the image of the area.  

When faced with the overwhelming opposition and diminished property rights without just compensation, I cannot support the district as drawn.  It would be my desire to shelve this plan and draw up something that could benefit the property owners, like having redevelopment tax credits within a historic district.  As drawn, however, I cannot support this.   

