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Our city council has established or is associated with committees to develop plans for the river, for our airport, for local transit, for rail transit, for bicycles, even for walkers,  But hasn’t established, and doesn’t appear to want, any committee representing the interests of the motorists.  Could that be because they are doing everything possible to impede the use of the auto in Petaluma?





At least one and possibly two federal grants have been used to “synchronize” the traffic signals on Washington (our major east-west corridor) and Petaluma Blvd. (our major north-south corridor).  Are any of you having better luck than I am in driving these corridors without having to stop for many signal lights?  The McDowell, and D St. corridors should be added to this list also.





Have you noticed how often you have to wait at a traffic signal when there is no apparent traffic on the cross street?  Or how about being held up for an opposing left turn movement when there is no one waiting in the left turn lane facing you?


  


Have you gotten tired of using East D Street (where Councilmember Maguire lives) now that there are all those stop signs at every intersection designed to force you out of that neighborhood and make you use Washington? Instead of getting better, our traffic (with little growth in town) seems to be getting worse. And here’s one that will curl your toes.





The D St. bridge will be closed for five months next year (it was scheduled for this year) and yet there is no comprehensive plan to minimize the traffic jams.  





Now that the maintenance project that will close the D St. bridge for five months has been put off until next spring, will the city use that time to develop an integrated traffic plan to mitigate the problems this closure will cause.  Or will we motorists get on-the-job-training next year when they close the bridge?





As every-day drivers, imagine what the traffic will be like through downtown with that bridge closed.  Everyone south of Washington will have to drive through downtown to get to Washington to use that street to get across the river.  That will mean many many more left turns at D St., B St. and Western.  This left turning traffic will not only back up the traffic on those streets, but will add to the congestion already on Petaluma Blvd.





Not to be overlooked will be the massive amount of traffic, ALL the traffic now using D St., that will be on Washington St. west bound and will be turning left to head south on the Blvd.  This will significantly interfere with all the east bound traffic on Washington trying to go straight through towards the freeway.  It will also interfere with the amount of signal time allowed for north and south traffic on Petaluma Blvd.





Part of my concern about this is that, if the scheduling problem with some of the repair parts for the D St. bridge hadn’t forced the repairs to be put off for a year, we would have had the bridge’s closure sprung on us unannounced one day.  This doesn’t give me much confidence in the planning for such a major closure.





The one good thing about this, besides the city now having a year to prepare for the closure, is that with this forewarning the Council is now a party to any problems that arise and can’t just blame the traffic staff for doing something without proper planning.





It’s times like this when motorists need to be represented.  Our present Council is so determined to reduce the use of the auto (our auto) that they don’t care what impact somethi
