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The vote on Measures B and C, to provide funds to widen 101 and subsidize transit in Sonoma County, is only a few weeks away.  There probably aren’t too many people who haven’t made up their minds already.  Probably no more than the 6 or 7 percent who will be crucial for either of the measures to pass.  I’d like to address those few and hope to persuade them to vote for both B and C.  The goal should be to have both measures succeed.  





Those supporting the highway widening haven’t attacked the transit proposal.  They realize that, while widening 101 will provide the most and quickest relief to traffic congestion, encouraging people to ride transit will help also.  They believe widening is the best solution but not the only solution.





Those in favor of transit have been silent about Measure C, the transit part of the vote, while attacking Measure B, the highway part of the vote.  Their strategy seems to be, “ Let’s not have any negatives about transit while trashing highways.  This way we’ll get people to vote against highways while not having any reason to vote against transit”.





From experiences I’ve had during my working career, I’ve found that those favoring highways don’t automatically oppose transit, but those supporting transit usually oppose highways.  Why is this? 





Supporters of highway improvements are basically concerned with reducing congestion on the highways.  They’ve concluded that more lanes is the most direct answer, but they’re also open to any process that will reduce traffic.  Their attitude is, “ As long as I get my solution, I don’t care if you get yours also”.





On the other hand, transit supporters usually have an environmental basis for their position.  They view use of transit not as a transportation decision but as a lifestyle choice.  Accordingly, they want to implement only their solution and deny anyone else theirs.





Unfortunately, the arguments they use against highways are also arguments against transit.





“You shouldn’t pay for fixing 101 if you don’t use it.”  The same could be said for transit.





“You’ve already paid for fixing 101 through the tax on gas.”  Almost all of the federal and state money that subsidizes transit systems comes directly from fuel taxes paid on gas.  So, you’ve already paid for improving transit.





“You can’t have just a highway solution.  Traffic relief depends on a balanced combination of highways and transit.”  So what will we get if only Measure B or C passes?  Just the result that the transit advocates say won’t work.





I think the voter going into the voting booth needs to keep in mind that some people are looking for a comprehensive solution to traffic congestion while others want to make sure only their views prevail.  The voter needs to evaluate which group has the greater public good in mind.





A funny thing happened on the way to the bus stop.  Most of the transit advocates, even the zealots, decided to drive to where they were going.  Transit riders are people who are mostly those too old, young or poor to have access to a car.  The buses are nearly empty.  Where are all those who say transit will get people to leave their cars at home?  They are driving.





We definitely need a community transit system to provide transportation for those too old, young or poor to have a car, but these people aren’t part of the traffic congestion now.  They’re not going to provide any relief even if there are more buses.  More frequent transit service will encourage more people to use it, but not in numbers sufficient enough to relieve traffic congestion by itself.  Will you use it?





Therefore, we need both transit and highway improvements to reduce traffic congestion in Sonoma County.  Think of Measure B as improving not only 101 but other main county roads and Measure C as making life easier for those who must use transit.    


