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LET THE PUBLIC SPEAK

Harris’ questions
EDITOR: The chairman of  

the Senate Intelligence Commit-
tee seems to think that  Sen. Ka-
mala Harris didn’t show proper 
respect in the questions she was 
asking, or how she asked them, 
of  the top intelligence chiefs 
(“Harris criticized over ques-
tioning,” Thursday).

I think something else may be 
the real source of  his discom-
fort. What Harris was exhibit-
ing in her questions is some-
thing almost missing in the 
Senate today, and that is a show 
of  spine to get at the truth.

I believe both Harris’ ques-
tions and Sen. Elizabeth 
Warren’s reading of  the Coretta 
Scott King letter were brave 
attempts to get at the issues.

TIM GONZALEZ
Sebastopol

Trump’s tweet
EDITOR: The bodies of  the 

innocent dead still must have 
been warm when our sitting 
president twisted the words 
of  London Mayor Sadiq Kahn 
to have it appear that Kahn 
was minimizing the terrorist 
attack that rained down upon 
his city. As part of  his message, 
Kahn asked that citizens “not 
be alarmed by seeing more 
police officers on the streets.” 
Trump’s tweet turned Kahn’s 
message on its head: “7 dead 
and 48 wounded in terror 
attack and Mayor of  London 
says there is ‘no reason to be 
alarmed!’ ”

Why was I so shocked? Deliv-
ering such a heinous falsehood 
is consistent with Trump’s 
character. Why did he do it? 
During the 2016 campaign, 
Kahn criticized Trump for his 
anti-Islamic stance and en-
dorsed Hillary Clinton. Presum-
ably, this was Trump’s attempt 
to get back at Kahn.

Way to pick your timing, 
Donald. But regardless of  your 
motive, shame on you.

I hope citizens of  the world 
know how mortified the major-
ity of  Americans are with each 
new callous and craven perfor-
mance that’s presented by our 

president. And I hope London-
ers know that Americans stand 
in solidarity with them in this 
time of  mourning.

KATHY TIMBERLAKE
Healdsburg

Nuclear insanity
EDITOR: It is with great 

disbelief  and tremendous 
disappointment that I realize 
that so many people feel that 
world peace can only — and 
should only — be maintained 
by mutual threats of  nuclear 
obliteration (“Trump, NATO 
and credible deterrence,” 
Charles Krauthammer column, 
June 3).

How can so many human 
beings be living with so much 
anger and mistrust of  other na-
tions that the world is constant-
ly dangling from the thinnest of  
threads? I often wonder if  most 
of  us aren’t basically mad. How 
do we manage to go on living 
knowing that at any moment 
we may hear civil defense 
sirens warning us that we are 
going to be incinerated? How do 
we go on living with this grave 
and absolutely unnecessary 
threat to our lives with hardly a 
word of  protest? And go on liv-
ing without at least asking how 
this craziness can be happening 
to the highest and most intelli-
gent species of  life on Earth.

Are we not acting with great 
foolishness to go on accepting 
this most grave peril to our 
lives without even speaking out 
for our basic rights as human 
beings to live on a sane planet — 
one without nuclear weapons?

RAMAKUMAR JONES
Fairfax

SRJC labor debate
EDITOR: I read in the paper 

about Santa Rosa Junior 
College and project labor 
agreements (“Trustees to weigh 
disputed labor deal,” Sunday). 
We’ve only heard from orga-
nized labor and non-union 
contractors on the issue. How 
about hearing from union con-
tractors? Yup. We do exist.

The National Electrical Con-

tractors’ Association proudly 
represents union electrical con-
tractors right here in Sonoma 
County. We offer dignified wag-
es, a wholly subsidized health 
plan for families, a pension plan 
retirees can actually live on and 
an accredited training program.

We have always believed in 
investing in our employees and 
the community where we live. 
This is not a new, feel-good PR 
trend for us. We aren’t averse to 
providing the pay and bene-
fits labor deserves. Therefore, 
we aren’t afraid of  PLAs. We, 
as employers, support PLAs. 
The ever-increasing widening 
of  the wage/class gap stops 
here. So sorry that employers 
against PLAs find compensat-
ing hardworking employees so 
horrifying.  

ANISA THOMSEN
Redwood Empire Chapter, National 

Electrical Contractors’ Association 
Petaluma

Comey’s confession
EDITOR: A headline on 

Saturday’s front page read, 
“Trump calls Comey ‘leaker.’ ” 
It should have read, “Comey 
confesses to Congress he leaked 
information.” Your headline 
exposes your bias and doesn’t 
present the truth of  the matter.

GLENN GRIGG
Healdsburg

Government’s role
EDITOR: The nine most terri-

fying words in the English lan-
guage are: I’m from the govern-
ment and I’m here to help. This 
is a statement made by Ronald 
Reagan and echoed by many 
people in our county, state and 
nation. Government has a role, 
and it isn’t single-payer health 
care or manipulating wages and 
rent control or banning plastic 
bags, leaf  blowers, sweet drinks 
and smoking. It isn’t bailing 
out industries or redistributing 
wealth. Nor is it the job of  gov-
ernment to regulate us to the 
brink of  our liberty.

DEBBIE LeBOY
Rohnert Park

The Republican gospel of  
cutting taxes and govern-
ment services to the bone 

doesn’t lead to economic growth; 
it leads to crisis and decline. Just 
ask the people of  Kansas, who fi-
nally have seen the light.

If  House Speaker Paul Ryan 
and Senate Majority Leader 
Mitch McConnell don’t heed the 
Kansas lesson, they deserve to 
have their majorities stripped 
away in next year’s midterms. 
And they won’t be able to claim 
they weren’t warned.

The states are supposed to 
be laboratories for testing gov-
ernment policy. For five years, 
Kansas’ Republican governor, 
Sam Brownback, conducted the 
nation’s most radical exercise 
in trickle-down economics —  a 
“real live experiment,” he called 
it. He and the GOP-controlled 
Legislature slashed the state’s 
already-low tax rates, eliminat-
ed state income tax for most 
owner-operated businesses and 
sharply reduced vital govern-
ment services. These measures 
were supposed to deliver “a shot 
of  adrenaline into the heart of  
the Kansas economy,” Brown-
back said.

It ended up being a shot of  poi-

son. Growth rates lagged behind 
those in neighboring states and 
the nation as a whole. Deficits 
mounted to unsustainable levels. 
Services withered. Brownback 
had set in motion a vicious cycle, 
not a virtuous one.

Last week, finally, the Legisla-
ture —  still controlled by Repub-
licans —  overrode Brownback’s 
veto of  legislation restoring tax-
ation to sane levels. The night-
mare experiment is coming to an 
end.

The return to sane taxation 
will go a long way toward erasing 
a billion-dollar deficit. More rev-
enue-raising measures may be 
needed, however, since education 
funding under Brownback was 
reduced to levels that the state 
Supreme Court recently ruled 
unconstitutional. It is unclear 
whether a $488 million increase 
for the schools over the next two 
years —  which Brownback may 
still veto, or try to —  is enough to 
satisfy the court.

Republican leaders in Con-
gress will probably try to ignore 
the Kansas fiasco or say Brown-
back’s implementation was 
flawed. But that would be unfair. 
All Brownback did was apply 
what passes for mainstream Re-
publican orthodoxy these days: 
Cut taxes, eliminate regulation, 
shrink government, then stand 
back and watch as economic 
growth soars.

It just didn’t work.
It never works. Republicans 

cannot point to an instance in 
which this prescription has led 
to the promised Valhalla of  sky-
rocketing growth. Before Kan-
sas, they could at least argue that 
the program had only been at-
tempted partially and piecemeal, 
never in full and unadulterated 
form. After Kansas, that excuse 
is gone.

Eliminating business income 
taxes for owner-operated com-
panies was supposed to induce 
entrepreneurs to move to Kan-
sas from other states. It didn’t. It 
turned out that business owners 
take more than taxes into ac-
count when they decide where 
to locate. They want good health 
care and first-rate schools for 
themselves and their employees. 

They want modern, well-main-
tained infrastructure. In short, 
they want a healthy, functioning 
public sector.

It also turns out that business 
owners do not decide whether 
to expand capacity or add em-
ployees based solely on the tax 
rate they must pay. Much more 
important is whether there is 
enough demand to justify such 
growth. If  there is not —  and the 
Kansas economy under Brown-
back was woefully sluggish —  
then tax savings will not be put 
to productive use.

The Kansas Republicans who 
voted to abandon Brownback’s 
dead-end policies have been de-
scribed in news stories as “mod-
erate,” but many are actually 
quite conservative. They just 
decided to put reality before ide-
ology.

President Donald Trump 
and the Republican-led Con-
gress, however, threaten to run 
Brownback’s experiment on 
a national scale, with predict-
ably disastrous consequences. 
White House budget director 
Mick Mulvaney proposes ampu-
tational cuts to the social safe-
ty net and bureaus such as the 
State Department and the Envi-

ronmental Protection Agency. 
And Trump’s “tax reform” plan 
proposes, among other cuts, to 
slash the top tax rate for “pass-
through” businesses —  basical-
ly, owner-operated firms such as 
the Trump Organization —  from 
39.6 percent to 15 percent.

Claims that such action will 
lead to a surge in economic 
growth never had much credibil-
ity. Now, after the Kansas experi-
ment, they have zero.

It’s tempting to say fine, go for 
it, let the whole country see that 
the policy prescriptions cham-
pioned by the Republican Party 
lead to nothing but a world of  
pain —  except for the wealthy, 
who get to pad their bank ac-
counts. But this is no academic 
exercise. Real people will suffer 
needlessly.

The GOP trembles before tax-
cut guru Grover Norquist, who 
wants to reduce government “to 
the size where I can drag it into 
the bathroom and drown it in the 
bathtub.” But it is failed trick-
le-down ideology that deserves 
to be snuffed out. And not just in 
Kansas.

Eugene Robinson is a columnist 
for the Washington Post.

Trickle-down economics fail yet again
EUGENE ROBINSON

SRJC promised to 
spend ‘H’ funds on 
students, not labor
Sonoma County voters 

demonstrated their abid-
ing respect and support for 

Santa Rosa Junior College in 
2014 when they approved Mea-
sure H, a bond act to fund $410 
million in new construction and 
other projects on campus.

But the SRJC Board of  Trust-
ees is on the verge of  violating 
that trust today 
with a vote that 
amounts to a 
giveaway of  funds 
to benefit local 
labor groups — 
not students.

The trustees 
are expected to vote on a pro-
posal to negotiate a project la-
bor agreement, a controversial 
policy that would require one or 
more of  the Measure H projects 
be governed by union rules and 
benefits. While still allowing 
non-union contractors to bid, 
all contractors would, in effect, 
be required to operate as union 
shops under union oversight, 
driving up costs. Such policies 
undermine the competitive 
bidding process as non-union 
contractors would be put at a 
distinct disadvantage and may 
choose not to compete, posing 
the real risk of  bids coming 
in higher than they otherwise 
would.

Let’s be clear. This is not 
about paying workers more. All 
workers on Measure H projects 
must be paid a prevailing wage. 
They will be paid the same with 
or without a PLA. Voters knew 
this before they cast votes on 
Nov. 4, 2014 in support of  the 
biggest bond measure in the 
county’s history. What they 
didn’t know was that a portion 
of  these taxpayers funds would 
be going toward labor union 
programs rather than educa-
tion programs through PLAs, 
which clearly tip the playing 
field against non-union contrac-
tors.

If  Santa Rosa Junior College 
was going to adopt project labor 
agreements as part of  Measure 
H construction, that should 
have been made clear before the 
bonds went for a vote. Doing it 
after the fact is a violation of  
voter trust.

During a meeting with the 
Editorial Board on Monday, 
board Chairwoman Maggie 
Fishman and SRJC President 
Frank Chong said the proposal 
calls for negotiating a project 
labor agreement that would 
put an emphasis on hiring local 

workers, developing apprentice-
ship programs and controlling 
costs. We like the idea of  a 
hybrid PLA that would ensure 
costs would not increase and 
would create a level playing 
field for union and non-union 
contractors. But we doubt 
whether labor groups would go 
along with such a deal. County 

officials tried 
something simi-
lar, and it failed.

The bottom line 
is these agree-
ments do drive up 
costs. At a recent 
SRJC board meet-

ing, the builder of  the Lawrence 
A. Bertolini Student Center 
— a $35 million project paid for 
through a 2002 bond measure 
— told board members that the 
costs of  his project would have 
been some $2.5 million higher if  
a project labor agreement was 
in place.

A 2011 study by the National 
University System Institute 
for Policy Research of  San 
Diego that looked at 501 school 
projects in California found 
something similar. It conclud-
ed that the costs of  projects 
with PLAs end up being 13 
percent to 15 percent higher. 
That only makes sense given 
that non-union contractors 
would be required to pay 
into retirement funds, union 
apprenticeship programs, from 
which they and their employ-
ees are unlikely to ever benefit. 
Some contractors could end 
up paying double for the same 
worker — once to fund their 
own retirement program and 
once to fund the union’s.

It’s because of  these inequi-
ties and cost concerns that the 
SRJC board has rejected project 
labor agreements in the past, 
and it should reject them again. 
But we fear that’s unlikely this 
time around given that the 
board is now dominated by in-
dividuals who won seats largely 
because of  the support of  labor 
groups.

The main question is this: 
What problem is the SRJC 
fixing by adopting project labor 
agreements? It has successfully 
completed landmark projects, 
such as the 78,000-square-foot 
Bertolini Student Center and 
the majestic Frank P. Doyle Li-
brary, without them in the past. 
It doesn’t need them now.

The only thing the board will 
build with PLAs is distrust — 
particularly among voters.

The bottom line 
is project labor 
agreements drive 
up costs.


