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What is our Council up to?


By Jack Balshaw


5/5/98





Just read that the City Council has approved $300,000 to build a  “roundabout” at Ely and Casa Grande roads. For we less traveled persons, a roundabout is what they call a traffic circle in England.  In this instance it will eliminate the four way stops at Ely and Casa Grande.





My first reaction was, “What’s the problem?”  I go through that intersection at all times of day without experiencing any unusual delay.  Why do they want to spend $300,000 to solve a non-problem? Do you think that’s a $300,000 problem? 





There appear to be two possible reasons.  The first is apparently environmental.  Councilmember Maguire noted that motorists will save about 5000 gallons of gas per year.  I don’t know where this number came from but it apparently represents the gas saved by not having to come to a full stop at the present stop signs. ( I wonder if they calculated extra gas burned in the extra distance motorists will have to travel around the “roundabout”?)





What I find strange about Councilmember Maguire’s position is that he was the one behind creating four new four way stops on D St. between Lakeville and Payran.  These stops all cause vehicles to burn extra gas and add to pollution.  But that probably isn’t as important as decreasing traffic on the portion of D St. where he lives.





His other reason for wanting the “roundabout” was that with a normal intersection “teens in their souped-up cars might be tempted to have a drag race”.  There doesn’t seem to be any burnt rubber at the intersection now indicating any present drag racing problem.  Why spend $300,000 to eliminate another problem that doesn’t exist?  Perhaps a little police presence could keep it from ever happening.





If this wasted $300,000 was added to the one and half million dollars spent or scheduled to be spent on soundwalls along Washington and Caulfield, the city might be able to complete other more important projects. 





The Police Department is begging for a computer aided dispatch system, downtown merchants are having to almost have cake sales to raise funds for a police patrol at Putnam Plaza, our animal shelter/dog pound is a disgrace, our streets are full of pot holes, and on and on.





Let me add one of my own.  The railroad crossing on Washington at Lakeville is a 1950’s state of the art construction.  Twenty five thousand cars a day have to bump over those tracks and the pushed up asphalt.  Check out the “rubber” rail road crossing on North Mc Dowel near Corona to see how smooth a rail road crossing can be.  Why are we subject to the daily battering of our vehicle’s front end when we can spend $300,000 on an unnecessary “roundabout”?





What else is outrageous?





On one hand the Council is telling us we need a voter approved UGB (Urban Growth Boundary) because we can’t trust future councils.  On the other hand they decided to pursue a ballot measure to increase the Council’s monthly pay to around $500.  Why should we pay future councils if we can’t trust them?





An interesting (to me anyway) sidebar on the UGB discussion is that, in theory, to compensate for restricting outward growth the city is supposed to view infill of vacant lands in a positive manner.  Yet everything associated with the scheme to kill the Rainier interchange is related to preventing any infill west of the freeway.  





Hopefully, during the oncoming public discussions about the UGB, staff will present real numbers related to future capa
