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Returning from our annual east coast vacation I was surprised to find the sales tax measure for the 101 corridor had failed.  It seemed like such a sure thing.  





The failure of the tax measure left me with mixed feelings.  I’m sorry that there is no “light at the end of the tunnel” regarding the widening of 101.  On the other hand, I’m pleased to see that we won’t be wasting money to implement the pie-in-the-sky rail transit system we were blackmailed into including in the sales tax measure.  Maybe, just maybe, all except the zealots will accept that steel wheel transit is a dead issue. 





There are two things that need to be done.  First, we need to lobby hard to get the state to allocate the state and federal gas tax that has been collected from the gasoline consumed on 101 in Sonoma County over the last 30 years to widen the highway.  This money has been collected here and spent elsewhere (Marin?) to widen other highways.





Second, the problem needs to be addressed as a system problem by this county’s business community.  While they can all properly say fixing the traffic congestion on 101 isn’t their responsibility,  the business community is the only group that can fix the problem without resorting to massive and expensive physical construction.


 


As a former transportation planner, I can tell you there are more ways to reduce congestion than just by widening the roadway.





Steps need to be taken to, 1- provide more well paying jobs in the county (this would reduce the number of out of county commuters), 2- adopt meaningful programs of ride sharing and flex-time to reduce the daily peak hour traffic on 101 and 3- go full speed to permit, allow, require every employee that can telecommute to do so.  This doesn’t mean they would necessarily work five days a week at home.  It might be only one day a week and/or it might mean going to a satellite office in the city where they live.





Doesn’t it seem strange that while more and more people work at a computer terminal, the option of telecommuting is never considered as a mitigating measure to reduce the need to physically travel to a place of work?


  


If everyone could telecommute just one day a week ( and it wasn’t all on Friday) that would mean an immediate 20% decrease in traffic. And not just on 101 but on all major roads.  





If one out of five employees could carpool, that would also decrease traffic by 20%.





Flex-time and extended work days (four 10’s) could also reduce traffic congestion by changing peak hour traffic flow.





But the big problem here is the employers.  And they’re mostly private sector businesses who put their operating conveniences first.  Business organizations like Chambers of Commerce and the Business Alliance have to be convinced it is in their best interest to help.  If the comments they’ve made about how much traffic congestion impacts their employees and businesses are true, they will do it for themselves.





Every decision to hire someone who lives in another town, every decision on when the work day will start and end, every decision to not help employees in a company or in the many companies in an industrial park arrange carpools, is a decision that adds to traffic congestion.





Business would like to think traffic congestion is someone else’s problem, but they cause it and so it’s really theirs. Just about every trip, except a visit to a friend, has a place of business at one end of the trip.  And it’s about time businesses start getting involved in the solution.





While there is very little government can do to induce the business community to cooperate, perhaps it is time to require a  “101 impact analysis ” with every new building 
