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The

cost

of stagnation

It’s about to become a lot more
expensive to live in Pendleton.

Everyone knows that the city
hasn’t grown a mite in decades and
some residents and city leaders may
be fine with that. After all, it remains
a comfortable town with plenty of
charm and a damn fine rodeo.

But there are drawbacks to that
kind of extended stagnation, many
of which we dissect often in this

School District levy passed last year
and another from Blue Mountain
Community College that’s on the
way in November.

We’d tally how much of an
increase that will be, but we’re not
sure our calculator has that many
digits.

And these proposed jumps will
take flight from some already high
numbers. According to a December
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time coming. The
infrastructure that
keeps Pendleton
comfortable and
charming has begun
to degrade at a rapid
rate. Without an
expanding tax base
over which price increases can be
spread, the cost will fall solely at

the feet of Pendleton residents who
have suffered through decades of
lackluster economic growth. When
stagnant incomes meet skyrocketing
outlays, the results can be quite
dangerous for livability.

And skyrocketing costs is no
hyperbole.

A consultant recently hired by the
city suggested doubling water rates,
raising sewer rates by 57 percent,
inventing a stormwater utility charge
and levying an additional fee on new
development. That’s in addition to
discussion of a costly levy or fee to
help pay for road upgrades and a
separate levy the city hoped to pass
last year to build a new $4.5 million
fire station and pay more millions
of dollars in deferred facilities
maintenance. Oh, and we almost
forgot to include the Pendleton

Oregon city.
And they're
about to get a
lot higher.

average Pendleton
resident pays
$222.57 a month
for electricity, solid
waste, water and
sewer, while the
same person in
Hermiston pays
$149.17. That means the average
Hermiston resident has an extra
$900 at the end of the year.

That’s real dollars-in-pockets
figures, and it shows what
Pendleton’s culture of stagnation has
cost its residents.

The city finds itself in a difficult
financial position. Departments that
have been scraping by for years
must now reckon with what they
have long neglected. That reckoning
is going to cost a lot of dough.

The city has left its residents
with no choice. The roads must
be fixed and the water and sewer
system must be upgraded right now,
thus sparing more costly and less
budgetable fixes down the road.

But the burden on its residents
will be sizable and the only way to
reduce it is for the city to expand and
evolve. To do so will take a dramatic
cultural change.
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Broaddus a mentor for
Pendleton basketball

Your feature article on Pendleton
High School senior varsity basketball
player Wes Persinger was an interesting
piece of writing. It was inspiring to read
a bit of in-depth material that exposed
a little about Coach Broaddus and how
he has given this player a glimpse of his
own potential.

We aren’t personally acquainted with
either of these featured individuals but
have enjoyed watching several of their
games this season.

It has been evident to us that this
coach cares about his players, has taught
quite well some important techniques,
may even be a bit demanding at times
but is a great mentor and motivator to
them. Your article confirmed this very
effectively.

Pendleton High School is fortunate to
have found such an individual as Coach
Broaddus to head up its boys’ basketball
program. Now if they could only do the
same for the girls’ program.

Dayle and Linda Robertson
Leavenworth, Wash.

Motorized forest access
is non-negotiable

When did we come to the point in
Eastern Oregon that we found ourselves
negotiating our access to public lands
for timber harvest, and why is this
an acceptable model for our elected
officials?

The answer lies directly under our
noses, but for the fact that a great deal
of us don’t know it exists. Collaboration

and the bringing together of “interested”
parties to negotiate projects is killing our
individual rights each and every day.

The Grant County Court, as one
example, has decided to align itself with
the financial interest of Iron Triangle
and its ability to realize a profit from the
“stewardship contract” given throughout
the county. In order for Iron Triangle to
move forward with getting its projects
completed, they must keep the Forest
Service happy.

Steve Beverlin, newly appointed
forest supervisor for Malheur National
Forest, made this very clear in early
February when he informed the
American Forest Resources Council that
any interference or preventing the Forest
Service from performing road closures
will jeopardize timber outputs on the
forest.

That, my friends, is where we have
come as a region and where the Forest
Service has come to as an agency.

You don’t support what we want to

do, we’ll break you, period, end of
story. So what other choice do these
companies have? Either Hells Canyon
Preservation Council litigates a timber
project if it’s not closed afterwards, or
the Forest Service simply does not allow
the project because you can’t keep the
public shut up about it.

This isn’t just in Grant County. It’s
throughout the Eastern Oregon counties
and the only way to address it is to tell
the commissioners that our motorized
access is not to be negotiated.

We’re being held hostage. Who
stands up and says enough is enough?

John D. George
Bates, Ore.

LETTERS POLICY

The East Oregonian welcomes original letters of 400 words or less on public
issues and public policies for publication in the newspaper and on our website.
The newspaper reserves the right to withhold letters that address concerns
about individual services and products or letters that infringe on the rights of
private citizens. Submitted letters must be signed by the author and include
the city of residence and a daytime phone number.The phone number will not
be published. Unsigned letters will not be published. Send letters to Managing
Editor Daniel Wattenburger, 211 S.E. Byers Ave. Pendleton, OR 97801 or email

editor@eastoregonian.com.
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What Bibi didn’t say
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ow that Israeli Prime Minister

NBenj amin Netanyahu has
made his case on Iran

before Congress, with all the circus

atmosphere it involved, let’s get

to the serious questions: What is

America’s interest in striking a deal

with Iran? Because our interests and

bomb-making capabilities. What
is possible is to demand that Iran
roll back its enrichment and other
technologies so that if Iran decided one
day to make a bomb, it would take it a
year — more than enough time for the
U.S. and its allies to destroy it.

I think such a deal would be

Israel’s are not fully aligned. What is Tuomas | in America’s interest if — if — it
the minimum we need to satisfy our FriepMmAN | includes Iran agreeing to constant,
interests? And how should we balance Comment intrusive and unannounced inspections

the critiques of our policy from the

of, and limits on, all bomb-making

serious Bibi versus the cynical Bibi?

What both the United States and Israel
agree on, and I certainly do, is that Iran must
be prevented from building a nuclear bomb,
because it could be used to threaten the Jewish
state and, once loaded
onto a missile, Europe and
the Arab states as well.
Moreover, if Iran gets a
bomb, Saudi Arabia, Turkey
and Egypt would surely be
tempted to do so as well,
and, suddenly, you’d have a
Middle East that is already
full of sectarian proxy
wars also full of nuclear
weapons — with few of the
deterrent safeguards you

Netanyahu
warned that
the interim
deal Obama
negotiated with
lran would lead
to a collapse of

capacities and if, even after the
specified 10 years, there are more-than-the-
usual inspections. I would also welcome
Congress accompanying the deal by granting
the president formal authorization — right
now — to use “any means
necessary” to respond
should Iran try to break out
of the deal.

These conditions would
satisfy U.S. strategic
concerns, while opening
the possibility — nothing
more — for Iran to become
more integrated into the
global system. Ultimately,
the only safeguard against
Iran’s nuclear ambitions is

had during the Cold War . an internally driven change
between Washington and sdn Ci'l ons dn CI in the character of Iran’s
Moscow. There are actors in b . | d b regime.

the Middle East for whom e violate y My problem with

“mutual assured destruction”
is an invitation to a party
— not a system of mutual
deterrence. Also, if Iran
gets a bomb, there’s a good
chance the whole global
nuclear nonproliferation
regime, already frayed, would totally unravel,
which would be very destabilizing.

Here, President Barack Obama and
Netanyahu share the same concerns. And, in
fairness, I doubt there would have been the
sanctions and negotiations we have today with
Iran had Bibi not threatened to go full “Dr.
Strangelove” on Tehran.

However, Bibi argues that any deal
should eliminate all of Iran’s centrifuges and
related components that can enrich material
for a bomb. I don’t begrudge him that wish.
Most of my Israeli friends share it. But, as
Robert Einhorn, a former member of the U.S.
negotiating team with Iran, observed in an
Op-Ed article in The Times, that position “is
neither achievable nor necessary” to safeguard
our security or that of our Mideast allies.

Netanyahu never made a convincing
argument as to why walking away from
Obama’s draft deal with Iran would result
in either a better deal, more sanctions or an
Iranian capitulation — and not a situation
where Iran would continue to build toward
a bomb and our only two choices would be
to live with it or bomb it, with all the mess
that could entail. In that sense, Bibi’s speech
was perfect for Congress: I’ve got a better
plan, and it won’t cost a thing or require any
sacrifice by the American people. The guy
could be a congressman.

The U.S. position — shared by China,
Russia, Germany, Britain and France — is:
Given that Iran has already mastered the
techniques to make a bomb and managed to
import all the components to do so, despite
sanctions, it is impossible to eliminate Iran’s

Iran.
None of it
happened.

Netanyahu is that he warned
that the interim deal Obama
negotiated with Iran —
which froze and rolled
back parts of Iran’s nuclear
program and created these
negotiations — would lead
to a collapse of sanctions and be violated by
Iran. None of it happened.

Moreover, Bibi’s message was that there
is nothing more important than deterring Iran.
OK. But, if that were my top priority, would
I engineer an invitation to speak to Congress
by leveraging only the Republican Party and
do it without even informing the president,
who is running the Iran talks? And would I do
it two weeks before Israeli elections, where
it looks as though I am using the American
Congress as a backdrop for a campaign ad,
raising the question of whether my opposition
to Iran is partly a political pose? And if [
needed the Europeans to be on my side for
tighter sanctions, wouldn’t [ announce no
more settlement-building in the West Bank
in areas everyone knows will be part of any
negotiated Palestinian state? Such a move
would cost Bibi politically with his base, but
would certainly increase Israel’s support from
Europe.

Alas, Bibi is Churchill when it comes to
isolating Iran, but he is AWOL when it comes
to risking his own political future to make
it happen. I have a problem with that. I still
don’t know if I will support this Iran deal, but
I also have a problem with my own Congress
howling in support of a flawed foreign leader
trying to scuttle the negotiations by my own
government before they’re done. Rubs me the
wrong way.

]

Thomas L. Friedman won the 2002 Pulitzer
Prize for commentary, his third Pulitzer for
The New York Times. He became the paper s
Jforeign-affairs Op-Ed columnist in 1995.

IRAN WANTED A
MUCH BIGGER
NUKE, BUT I WAS
ABLE TO NEGOTIATE
T DOWN TOTHIS...
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Be heard!
Comment online at eastoregonian.com, or
visit our Facebook and Twitter pages.



