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Last week I wrote about the numerous cans of worms (problems) the Council was creating for itself.  This is a continuation.





I ended last week’s column by noting that a move to relocate the proposed 101 interchange from Rainier to Corona would reopen the discussion of routing recreational traffic destined to the coast via Skillman Lane instead of via Washington. This is a problem (I called it can-of-worms #6) because, even if the interchange isn’t signed as such, eventually more and more motorists will become aware that Skillman provides a scenic relief after the freeway.





A new interchange there will increase traffic on Skillman and past the Cinnabar school.  Additionally, access to an interchange will vastly increase the pressure for residential development in the area.





There will eventually be fights between those who want to retain a rural atmosphere and those who want to sell their land for profit.  This will again create a problem that was thought to be resolved with the selection of Rainier as the location for the new crosstown connection and interchange.





The Council could opt to not construct any interchange at either Rainier or Corona.  This would solve the Skillman Lane problem but would condemn most of the east side to be served soley by the present Washington St. interchange and overcrossing.  Present residents of both sides of town are fed up with the traffic mess on Washington and would surely object to this. Call this can-of worms #7





But why is the relocation of the interchange from Rainier to Corona even being considered?  I believe it’s because the New Majority want to stop development between the freeway and Petaluma Blvd. North.  





And not just stop development, but cause the whole area to become a city park.  During the last City Council meeting, Councilmember Hamilton spent some time describing a walk through the area and how wonderful it would be to have a large natural park in the center of the city.





Here we go again, Son of Lafferty.  





The Council is trying to stop the development without coming right out and saying so.  So much for their openness with the public.  This will have to change soon however when discussion of the new Urban Growth Boundary (UGB) gets started.





But let’s stick with Rainier for a while.  In May of 89 the Council accepted a financing plan for the Corona/Ely Specific Plan that included almost five million dollars in assessments and traffic impact fees specifically to fund the Rainier interchange.  This could be said to be about $1000 from each new home north of the hospital.





If the interchange is moved from Rainier to Corona, or not built at all, either these residents might request a rebate or the several developers who had to pay the assessment and impact fees could sue for their return.  Let’s call this can-of-worms #8.





As I said above, discussion about the new UGB will help with the Rainier discussion.  The Council will have to take a position on developing this area by either accepting the number of  businesses and residences presently allocated by zoning in the area between 101 and Petaluma Blvd. or by openly declaring their intentions not to allow development.  (Of course they may abstain)





The environmental theory of UGB’s is that a community trades off expansion of its boundaries for a willingness to fill in the empty or undeveloped spaces currently within the boundary at higher densities.  





Our Council’s purity of purpose or false face will soon be evident.











