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One of the arguments in favor of restoring Old City Hall has been that it
eliminates the expense of currently leased office space. According to the
2019-2020 City budget, a combined total of $62,440 has been allocated for
that cost for the year. The estimated cost of a bond to the taxpayers is in
the range of $400,000-$500,000 per year, for twenty-one years.

In a staff report presented to Council on 3/14/19, FFA Architecture and
Interiors “estimates that the reconstructed facility would have a useful life of
20-30 years.” How many of you would sign onto a mortgage which foresaw
your home having reached the end of its useful life at the same time that
the mortgage was being paid off?

The estimated bond cost is $0.28 per $1,000 of assessed property value,
or $56.00 per year for a property assessed at $200,000. While about $1.00
per week might seem like a minimal amount, keep in mind that the tax
burden will apply to the property for twenty-one years, exceeding $1,000
total before it has been paid off. Also, there is no guarantee that the entire
project will be completed for the requested bond amount. The City would
have to cover any cost over-runs.

The other major argument for the restoration is that it will allow “some” staff
consolidation in a single location. While this would be the immediate effect,
the proposed structure would be marginally adequate from a space-needs
standpoint. While all inter-related staff should ideally be in a single location,
having staff dispersed should not present insurmountable obstacles with all
the digital forms of communication now available. Staff has managed
successfully since 2012 under the current arrangement.

Is it worth this amount of taxpayer funds to refurbish a nearly 100-year-old,
wood-frame building?

I strongly recommend a NO vote on Measure 26-202, as the proposal is not
fiscally responsible.



