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I became involved in the issue of widening 101 between Petaluma and Novato when the City Council was prepared, at an afternoon meeting, to rubber stamp the Calthorpe plan for improving 101. This plan did not call for any widening of 101 between Petaluma and Novato.   





My focus and only concern was that motorists traveling between Petaluma  and Novato not be left out of the 101 fix funded by the countywide sales tax.  I didn’t try to eliminate or decrease the rail transit component of the plan. I took the position that the rail component was a given and didn’t review it in any detail.





In preparing for a debate on local access TV about the Calthorpe plan, I wanted to review the full Calthorpe plan documents.  I found that these documents were not readily available.  The library only had one partial set of Xerox copies of the DRAFT version of the reports.  In all of city hall there was only one set of documents available and they couldn’t be taken from the premises.





I ended up spending almost three hours standing at the counter trying to review the city’s single set.  What I found was that important information about the commuter rail system was either hidden within the text (meaning if you weren’t technically trained you wouldn’t see the true picture), left out or presented in such a manner as to preclude objective evaluation.





The information that has been presented to the public has been incomplete and misleading to say the very least.  The Calthorpe report has been grossly slanted to present the commuter rail system in a much more favorable light than objective reporting would show. 





My previous belief was that the commuter rail system would be a financial disaster that would only minimally reduce traffic on 101 and would doom Sonoma County to forever be a bedroom county supplying workers to Marin.  But I felt if that’s what the voters wanted and were willing to pay for, so be it. However, after seeing how deviously the commuter rail system has been presented, I now don’t believe it deserves to be automatically accepted as part of the plan.  I don’t believe it should even be built   





By tying the commuter rail plan to the highway plan in a joint pass or fail proposition, commuter rail advocates have not had to tell the public the details or the truth about what you will be getting for your increased sales tax expense.





I believe the ballot measure should be broken into three parts.  A decision to increase or not increase the sales tax.  An advisory question on the proposed roadway improvements to 101 and other county roads.  And another advisory question on the commuter rail system and other transit and alternative (bike, etc.) systems.





Let me end with a few examples of what is in the reports that would not be obvious to the average voter:





The transit vehicles studied and proposed for the commuter rail system do NOT meet Federal Railway Commission crash standards.  This also indicates these vehicles are not in standard use in this country and so, even if they can meet crash standards eventually, we would be getting prototype vehicles that have no track record of reliability or longevity.





There are no amortization costs included in the report for planned replacements of these vehicles as they wear out.  This is a big ticket item.





The commuter rail system will most likely go only to San Rafael.  The report shows the San Rafael to Larkspur section as very costly for the benefits received.  The Larkspur City Council does not want it to go to Larkspur and insisted, at a March 18 meeting, on language in the Marin ballot measure that would exclude any promise of eventual extension to Larkspur.  











And finally, to make the rail system look good, all of the 101 widening is called HOV (carpool) lanes and all of the cost of their construction is charged against ONLY the carpools and busses using those lanes during the three morning and evening commute hours.  There is assumed to be no benefit to
