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To some people “ The Environment” is right up there with motherhood.  And perhaps that’s an appropriate comparison. The environment can be like a mother.  At its most fundamental level it nurtures us.  But, let’s remember that motherhood comes in many forms.





Our typical picture is of the loving, protective mother with her spouse and children.  So who can knock motherhood?  But there are other motherhoods and mothers.  There are the controlling ones whose methods consist of having the child conform to the mother’s views, and there are the image conscious ones who just want everything to look good, no matter what. 





And so there are also various types of environment.  There is the “Big �E” Environment that consists of the Earth and its life support systems.  We all need air, water and food sufficiently safe to sustain life without deteriorating our health and well being.  This is the serious environment, life or death, health or sickness, happiness or misery.  Think of motherhood with a capital M. It must be preserved.





But there are other environments and environmentalists.  Some insist you agree with whatever they have decided is right, like riding transit and commuting by bicycle.  Others are most interested in seeing that nothing natural is changed.  A tree or an open field is a sight to calm the mind and inspire the soul, but a vineyard or an office only represent a business and the opportunity to earn a living.     





The problem arises when some insist that all the other “environments” are a necessary and mandatory part of the “Big E”.  Some may contribute significantly towards the “Big E”, some are just “feel good” efforts and some aren’t really environments at all.  These latter include the work environment, the noise environment, the home environment, etc.  The word “environment” is appended to so many things that we often confuse the word environment,( which when used in “the work environment” merely means the working conditions), as always applying to some part of the “Big E”. 





My conflict with environmentalists may be that I view all environments other than the “Big E” as being subordinated to people and not people subordinated to those environments.  No environmental change should hurt the mass of the people but the mass of the people should be allowed to reduce any environmental quality measure as a deliberate choice for a desired public benefit.





While the most environmentally friendly life style might include living in a place where we could walk to work and shop for food and clothing, that’s not an option for most of us.  Our communities, even rural ones, have evolved such that even the farmer needs his pickup to earn a living.  In urban areas, walking to work is the option for only a small percentage of people.  Transit can only be used by those living near a bus line whose work site is also on a bus line.  So most drive.  





Environmentalists say we could bicycle to work or take a bus or train and they will cite college towns like Davis where 50% of the people (mostly young) use bicycles, or Portland Oregon where maybe 10% of the people working downtown use mass transit, or New York where millions use the subways and then imply the people in any town could do that.  The people in any town can’t do that.





There will be a few who will arrange their lives to practice what the environmental movement preaches, but they will be very few.  For the rest of us, the use of the auto gives us the freedom to work where we want to work, shop where we want to shop and go where and when we want to go.  I don’t think the term “personal freedom” can be over emphasized in the context of the auto’s gift of mobility to us.





We shouldn’t feel guilty just because we might cause a little pollution, even taking a shower pollutes the water.





We must respect motherhood and the environment …. where it matters.    


