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I’ve wondered that often during the past few years.  It would be nice to be able to get to the bottom of it but their leaders’ beliefs are so strong that they’re not even willing to discuss the topic.  How can we ever work out a compromise if their only position is that we have to totally accept their ideology?

No, I’m not talking about the Middle East’s Muslim population, I’m talking about those who seem to hate us because we want to use our cars and not transit, bicycles or walking as a means of getting around.

We just want to be able to use whatever means of getting around we choose.  It’s usually our car because that’s the most convenient.  We don’t demand they use cars.  We couldn’t care less what means of transportation they choose.

For the past 40 years there has always been an arm of the No Growth movement that saw restricting auto access and convenience to and within the suburbs as a primary means of slowing or stopping growth. Our present traffic problems can, to a large extent, be traced to the No Growth movement.

 And, not only the freeways stopped, but local arterials constrained or not allowed to be built at all. The biggest problem we’ve had with obtaining traffic relief here in Petaluma, has been the No Growth movement’s opposition to constructing Rainier as a cross town relief route.

It’s somewhat strange that Marin and Sonoma Countys’ No Growth movements have taken completely different approaches to new roads.  In Marin, they have constrained growth via the planning and zoning route while accepting the extreme widening of 101 through that county.  In Sonoma County, it’s been the opposite.  Growth has been accepted if it stayed within identified urban growth limits, while the increased freeway and street capacity need to accommodate these approved new residents has been stifled.

The result has been a self-fulfilling prophecy.  “We told you that all these new residents would crowd our roads and streets.” And, because of their opposition to road and street construction, we did get traffic congestion. 

What is it about the auto they hate? If the main issue were the burning of oil and gas, wouldn’t it be better to work towards increasing the miles per gallon on future vehicles instead of having this ongoing feud about our rights to make our individual selection on how to get around?

What is it about auto users they hate?  Do they all walk their kids to school and bike to work?  Do they use transit to go out to a restaurant to eat or to drop off their dry cleaning? Are they just so righteous about their personal choices they resent others not choosing to do the same?  

I’d like to hear some concrete examples of how we’re supposed to live our lives without the auto.  Sure, some (very few) are young enough and work close enough to ride a bike to work.  Some (a few) can walk home with groceries.  Some (who work in the right place) can take an express bus to work.  But what about the masses of us who don’t fit these few special conditions?

Let’s have some examples of how they think masses of people could live their lives with significantly less use of the auto.  “A day in the life of MOST Petalumans.”   No chicken and egg solutions; (People would take transit if it was convenient and ran more often.  People would use bicycles if there were dedicated bike lanes and paths.) Prove it with numbers.

Transit isn’t the answer unless they can also come up with the revenue to support frequent and fast enough service. Note: in Petaluma all transit revenue, except about 15% from the fare box, comes from gas taxes and fees paid by auto users. Bicycle lanes and paths are pretty much paid for from the same sources.

The auto is not an evil device.  Drivers are not evil people. Leave us alone and let improvements to eliminate traffic congestion be constructed. 

