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My immediate interest in the Kenilworth redevelopment is what’s going to happen about replacing the swimming pool and skateboard park.  First, is there a commitment to replace the skateboard park?  Second, how, physically, will the pool be replaced? Third, what are the money details?

The skateboard park issue seems to be just a matter of political will to select a location and hold firm against neighborhood (all neighborhoods) objection.  The where is totally up to the city.

The pool is another case.  Although Petaluma has been proud of having an Olympic size pool with a diving area, does it make sense to rebuild it that way?  From my perspective, having to have deep water for diving adds tremendously to the volume of water that needs to be heated (at great expense). It’s a nice feature, but is it affordable, especially if there is interest in keeping the pool open during some of the winter?

An Olympic size pool doesn’t have to be deep for other than diving practice.  We could have a whole pool that’s four feet deep.  This would provide much, much more usable area for summer swimming and water play. Perhaps the needs of the many should be considered and not just the desires of the few.

While thinking this way, how about two smaller pools, one on the east side and one on the west.  That would be more available to more smaller kids during the summer and more likely to be used by families in the evenings. It would also allow for one smaller, shallower, pool to be covered and heated during the whole winter. 

Speculation seems to identify Lucchesi Park on the east side for the pool’s new location. How about using city hall’s west side parking area for a west side pool

Now the money.  First off, the city needs to know how much money it’s going to cost to relocate the skateboard park and the pool (or pools) before any meaningful negotiations can occur.  Is this being done?  Decisions on locations and design, especially operating costs, need to be considered also as these will be reflected in replacement costs.

Being generous to the developer, let’s say the city will pay for any improvements or betterments for these uses.  Will we negotiate for at least replacement costs?

I hope there won’t be any razzle dazzle about how, how much and when the developer will pay.  Please, no “deal” to credit him with a portion of sales tax revenues that we will then use to pay for the park and pool.  Any such deal will only be diverting money from city coffers that could have been spent, say, for street repairs.

This is a big issue, a community wide issue, as one councilmember said.  What has been done so far has pretty much been done, let’s say, in secret.  Even when the city manager was given the authority to negotiate and sign a deal with the developer, there was no open discussion on just how much (or how little) he could negotiate and settle for. I’m sure the bases were covered legally, but we’re still in the dark. Will the community be heard?  When? In time to make a difference?

I have a related concern that Lucchesi will gradually be paved over to accommodate first the pool and its required parking then later for other city uses. The Recreation Committee should at least discuss this.

As this whole proposal to develop Kenilworth for big box retail is based on generating money for the city, I’m dubious that the city will be very generous in replacing these community recreational assets.      

  The nice thing about being dubious is that you can only be pleasantly surprised.

