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I recently had a conversation with an environmentalist and now better understand their thinking.  They have a focused goal of retaining open space without regard to any negative impact that has on individuals.  They fight the filling in of any open space because that usually has an impact on the community they live in.  It causes change and they don’t want change.





Our discussion was about the proposed commuter rail line between Sonoma County and Marin.  My position was that if jobs were located closer to where people lived, there would be no long commutes with the accompanying traffic congestion.  His was that by focusing jobs all on one place, less land had to be used to construct job sites.





The dialog went like this:





Other Person:  BART was the best thing that happened to San Francisco.


JB:   No, it was the worst.


OP:  How can you say that?


JB:  Because if there hadn’t been a BART many of the jobs in San Francisco would have been located in the suburbs where the people lived.


OP:  But can you imagine having high rises in Petaluma?


JB:  They wouldn’t have been high rises here.  They would have been single or two story office buildings in our business parks.


OP:  But that would have taken up a lot of land.


JB:  Where I come from the standard residential lot is 15 thousand square feet, (100 X 150), here it’s 6 thousand.


OP:  So?


JB:  So, if we had 15 thousand foot lots here our development would already be up Sonoma Mountain.  By living on our tiny 6 thousand foot lots, each residence saves 9 thousand square feet of space and needs less street frontage.


OP:  That’s how it’s supposed to be.


JB:  Don’t you think in return for our living this way you could at least grant me say, 400 square feet of commercial or industrial space to have a job in town?  400 feet of commercial development in return for 9000 less feet of living space isn’t too much to ask is it?


OP:  I’ll have to think about that.





Our discussion continued with me arguing that if there were more decent jobs in town people wouldn’t have to leave town in such numbers to find well paying work and congestion and pollution wouldn’t even be an issue.





His concern was still that the buildings needed for new jobs would take up more land.





It ended up that he would rather I have a longer commute to some job in a building taking up space in some other town than allow expanded commercial and industrial development here.





For all their awareness of how an ecosystem works ( improper logging causes streams to silt up, this interferes with the breeding cycle of fish, this reduces the number of fish returning to the ocean, etc.), environmentalists can’t seem to apply the same systems type thinking to people.





If the visible problem is a traffic problem, their solutions are bounded by a transportation solution .  We end up with recommendations for rail transit, busses and bicycle paths. They won’t see that if workers didn’t have to leave town to find work, there would be less of a traffic problem.





It isn’t as simple as just building an office building and expecting that some company will come from somewhere and fill it with jobs.  But perhaps it is as simple as tying our residential growth control to the number of  new jobs that pay head-of-household wages.





Perhaps th
