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The rampant strongman corruption on the Nevada Tahoe Regional Planning Agency &
Tahoe Regional Planning Agency and by their City henchmen needs to stop
immediately. You are ineffective politicians which have all but destroyed our much
needed trust with City residents because you do not believe in leading us by our
values, caring for the will of the people, and protecting our fundamental constitutional




rights such as bodily integrity, free speech, and due process of law. This City lacks any
restraint in the exercise of power.

Our democratic principles and republican style of city government have been placed in
grave danger by you, unscrupulous NTRPA, TRPA, and Council members, who are
morally unqualified to run our Cities. You have been seduced by the folly that the brash
efficiencies of authoritarianism are preferable to the drawn-out, inclusive, deliberative
processes of democracy. Authoritarian efficiency in the name of public works
devastated the Aral Sea, and Tahoe is next as a result of your dictatorial Cell Tower
agenda.

Herein lies a signature trait of Authoritarian regimes. Despots arrogate upon
themselves to unilaterally identify and solve "the needs of the State" without the
participation or consent of the governed. In most instances, the forceful adoption of
new technology without public consent, deliberation, or environmental review is
purportedly justified under the autocratic banner of "efficiency." The Aral Sea and Lake
Karachay are the poster children of such an authoritarian disaster in the name of
progress.

Not all new technology should be adopted, and never so for the sake of it. History is full
of bad technologies, that were sagely outlawed or heavily regulated. For example, x-ray
technology for shoe fitting, household nuclear plants (or "atoms for peace" nuclear
power in general), landscape scale hydroelectric watershed diversions, single use
plastics and Styrofoam, DDT ( sold as "better living through chemistry"), Teflon
(forever chemical), Roundup, hydrogenated oils (transfats), High Fructose Corn Syrup
(HFCS), internal combustion engine (fossil fuel dependent), are all examples where
harmful technologies were hastily introduced without public consent or deliberation
and as a result caused a great deal of harm.

In discerning the public will, the question is never "what does an uninformed public
think right now," but rather, "what would this public body think if they were informed
on all of the facts." To this end, the public would never ask a neighborhood to
succumb to cancer or career ending bodily harm, just to give them a selfish novel
convenience, if they actually were informed and understood the current science and
toxic "machine politics."

You have significantly abridged us City residents of our right to petition the
government for a redress of grievances, and to openly attend City Council Meetings and
produce evidence for our claims.

You apparently ask the Agency Attorneys to cook-up legal justifications to do
completely unethical if not illegal things, then run behind her like a bunch of cowards.
You are alleged by others to be actively censoring and suppressing the public's
comments, official testimony, and the production of evidence at hearings, and have no
end to arbitrary and capricious pretexts for it: "oops, it went into my junk folder," "I
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didn't read it in time," "too many links," "too many attachments," "document
protections," "software error," "vendor error," "too late, the meeting is starting,

late I already wrote the agenda," "it is in the politician's best interest that this is
redacted,” "this embarrasses the NTRPA/TRPA/City," "I changed the rules in the
middle of the game," "you did not say the magic word," "the dog ate it," "Simon did not
say so!" Public input is a charade, where as long as you stay within the toady rails of
politically desired brown-nosing discourse, you can play. But the moment you expose
flaws in the your agenda, or suggest an idea that threatens your agenda, the censors

come out!
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The City has deliberately hired an inexperienced City Manager—younger than nearly all
Councilpersons in City history, including Cody Bass—because you apparently wish to
manipulate him and do corrupt things right under his nose. Cannon fodder.

Your "Town Hall Meetings" are nothing more than passive sham public relations
stunts, infomercials, and sales pitches for predecided issues. Why the fuck should any
of us validate any more of them by attending?

This NTRPA, TRPA, & City are a case study in bad governance. It is one grand jury
report away from getting taken down in brewing scandals.

There is only one Lake Tahoe. Therefore, it is especially important that we really think
things through and make sure we get them right. Take a lesson from New York in the
most passionate, nationally significant, and drawn-out design of One World Trade
Center. Imagine if instead of the majestic Freedom Tower, New Yorker's—on behalf of
the whole nation—settled for the first hideous idea that a self-serving politician may
have suggested? Well, Lake Tahoe too is nationally significant. Get it right.

Heil, mein Fithrer MiddleCrook!,

(rhetorical device)

Edwin Bustillos
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