- forminguses. Developmentrestnctlonsare'

SeFiEMBER 23,1996

~ Voter control of
‘boundaries loom ,.

. Historically, property owners havere-
lied heavily on individual real property. ’
nghts as a foundation foreconomic devel- . . .
opment. As our population has’ grown,
however, and undeveloped land has be- -
come less plentiful, communities ‘haveen- .
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acted land use controls and regulationsin
efforts to preserve certain qualitiesvalued. -

by residents of those communities.
Hence, general plans and zoning ordi~
nances for cities and counties are enacted

to regulate and organize communities; and

neighborhoods. Covenantsand restrictions
areattached to real estatein neighborhoods .
to protect property values from noncon-

* .placed on certain parcels to help communi- . I

" consider ballot measures to determine’

. would establish areas of restricted devel-
opment, often. referred to as separator
* zones, between cities. Thecountymeasure o
-seeks to reinforce separate city referen-

ties control growth and urban sprawl
_A new paradigm for voters...

So far, most curbs on individual prop- L e

erty nghts have been enacted by elected

" officials. In the upcoming November elec- - “hor

tion, however, Sonéma County voters wﬂl‘ S

whether growth boundaries' around and L A5

between cities shouldbe setin place for the h
. mext 20 years.. B

A county referendum, if approved

dums in Santa Rosa, Sebastopol ‘and
Healdsburg that would establish- 20-year
growth boundaries for the respective cit

ies. Rohnert Park has a measure on the.

‘ballot that would establish its. growth ™

Mann an Sonoma countles are both .

among the top five counties in the nation
“for: preservmg agncultural land, -and both

boundary for a four-year period; Perhaps. - - addr

majority: vote of the citizens.. . -
If passed, these ‘initiatives Wﬂl take.

» growth boundary control out of the hands._ B

most importantly, the referendums. pro-:”‘ “he
~ hibitany ‘change of boundanes_ except V'




