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No wonder we keep getting confused.  Sometimes open space is good and sometimes it’s bad.  I wish the proponents of open space would make up their minds.

What brings this thought to mind is the developing discussion of the future of the area between the turning basin and Lakeville St.  The purchase of the Golden Eagle shopping center by the Basin Street Properties has started the process of filling in this area with buildings up to five stories tall and high density residential development in the same area.

I’ve previously voiced my opinion that the ability to see our surrounding hills (open space) from downtown and other places in town is one of the amenities of our city.  These views are continuously being closed to viewing by large buildings being built close to the street. It’s not only downtown, even the new buildings near Kohl’s, by being built right along the sidewalk, deliver a feeling of being closed in.  The sound walls along Washington give the same effect, that of driving in a tunnel.

Perhaps “driving” is the key word?  Is there a calculated plan to make driving unpleasant to further annoy those who won’t walk or bike?  Too far out a thought – but possible.

The Site Planning and Architectural Review Committee (SPARC) is charged with keeping the appearance of our city pleasant.  Are they not aware of the negative visual impact of constructing right up to the sidewalk?

Isn’t it also strange that those who most actively promote open space are also the ones most promoting the high density residential and commercial infill that eliminates much of the openness and visual pleasantness that is, (was), our downtown?

Their excuse is that the urban growth boundary forces development into the underutilized central area while at the same time they were the ones who promoted the UGB to save open space outside the city.  They create the conditions (UGB) then use that condition as an excuse to further densify the downtown and other areas.

The sad part of this is that all our planning appears to assume the world ending in either 2018 (when the UGB expires) or 2025 when the present General Plan timeline ends.  What are the broad brush plans or ideas for future development (say between now and 2100)? Or is Petaluma supposed to freeze in time over the rest of history?

Those who think they are doing long range planning won’t be here to answer for their mistakes in 2050 or 2100 when the residents of those days are still trying to get across town on Washington St.

Open space, like good neighbors and peace and quiet, is something you don’t realize you have until it’s lost.  And the really strange thing is that once an open vista is lost, it’s difficult to remember just what it used to be.  East bound on Washington at the river; can you even remember how much of Sonoma Mountain was visible before the new apartments were built?

On the macro scale, east – west view corridors to Sonoma Mountain need to be preserved on Washington, Western, B, and D streets.  On the micro scale (project or site design) the importance of not crowding the streets with zero lot line design should be a consideration.

Come down these streets, even west bound on Washington and D Streets, and notice the hills that surround our town.  Now look at the new construction and imagine a four or five story structure being built across your view.

 Of course we could all get in our cars and drive around the county if we want to see views and vistas.  Just to be safe however, pay attention now as you drive around town and enjoy the vistas that are left.  

