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Delay, the deadliest form of denial
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2/21/98





There are many way to keep something from happening.  The most honest is to expose the idea, the project, the nomination, etc. as not deserving of approval.  The most dishonest is to destroy it while appearing to be trying to make it better.  This latter method is what the New Majority of our present Council is using to prevent construction of the planned and approved Rainier cross-town connector and interchange to Highway 101.





Time for a little background.  Both Rainier and Corona were selected prior to the 1977 General Plan for one of them to be the location of a cross-town connector and additional interchange to 101.  After much study and discussion, the Rainier location was agreed upon by both the city and Caltrans as the location that would best distribute cross-town traffic, provide midtown access for police, fire, and ambulance service and be a good alternate location for a 101 interchange.





Rainier Ave. itself was built four lanes and about 70 feet wide to serve as a parallel arterial to Washington St.  Houses weren’t permitted to front on it.  For probably 15 years land use planning and roadway design, including coordination with Caltrans, has preceded on the basis that Rainier was the location of the cross-town connector and interchange.   





It is openly acknowledged by Councilmembers Maguire and Keller that they are not in favor of constructing the Rainier project.





Councilmember Maguire will assist any way he can without alienating the local electorate this election year.





Councilmember Keller recently stated that he would not oppose the project.  It appears now that he has decided to try to delay the project until raising costs make it too expensive. His favorite for method for delaying projects he doesn’t like is one of Rangnekar’s Techniques for Decision Avoidance.  It’s called the More-Details-Please Method. The delayer keeps asking for more information, more study and absolute assurance that everyone is in agreement.  This is the method that was used successfully to keep the Lafferty Ranch / Moon Ranch swap from taking place.





If you recall, there were endless demands for new appraisals, new studies of alternatives to the Moon Ranch, requests for citizen visits, etc. until the public was fed up with it all. By continually requesting more details, a decision can be avoided until conditions more favorable to the detail requester’s desires are present.





This is a very good method because most people think the purpose of the request for more details is a serious attempt to improve the project.





The new active player is Councilmember Hamilton. She now seems willing to require answers to questions that can’t be answered before agreeing to the Rainier project.  Note her condition that a Rainier location “won’t increase traffic.”  





The whole purpose of the Rainier location is to redistribute some traffic from Washington to Rainier. This will automatically increase traffic somewhere else.  And any building on land opened by Rainier will have to create some traffic.  So her condition can’t be satisfied.  Her concern appears to be in the interest of the public, but in reality is just a mechanism to delay any action until it is appropriate to kill the project.





Councilmember Torliatt, who promised in her campaign to “ increase and improve transportation alternatives between east and west Petaluma” and listed “Rainier interchange” as a specific commitment,  appears instead to now support councilmembers Hamilton, Keller and Maguire in killing the Rainier alternative.





These four councilmembers, who preached open meetings, open decisions openly arrived at, and honest government; are instead using smoke and mirrors to fool the public.  





Their stacking of committees, their opposition to 101 improvements to the south, their bias against anyone previously associated with the city ( staff and vendors), and their rubber stamping of anything Bill Kortum and Sonoma County Conservation Action proposes; show them to be even more tools of special interests than was the previous council they so vilified last year.  Only the special interests have changed.





Perhaps it’s time to ask yourselves if you got the government you thought you elected
