
Ms Frederick:       April 24, 2012 
 
I offer a few comments on the issues raised last night.   
 
My observation that a “cost” was not associated with the “livability” indicators used in 
your survey, was intended not as some had interpreted as your assigning an estimated 
dollar cost to an indicator.  I should have clarified my comment as rather there being the 
requirement that survey respondents be presented with the opportunity/request to 
choose to answer for themselves: “How much more would you be willing to pay in taxes 
or additional fees?” to implement each livability indicator. They should also identify 
themselves as employed, property owner, tax payer, or not. 
 
One statement made last night regarding “clustered housing” or “development areas” 
implied that such increased housing density would decrease individual car usage.  This 
is a wished-for result, and in practice, a myth.  Look at Portland Oregon, where housing 
units are often built without a garage, or New York City, or any city, and what does one 
see?  The streets are lined with parked cars.  Living in clustered housing does not 
remove the desire for unfettered mobility. Expanding public transit to scattered, low-
density rural areas is very expensive and serves very few at a high taxpayer cost.  
These rural areas are where your own livability survey showed most people want to live. 
 
Your concept for (us) seniors to live in their own homes indefinitely is touching; seniors 
can already figure out whether they need live-in help or wish to rent out part of their 
homes.  Clustered housing seems to consist of multi-story townhomes, or single homes 
on miniscule lots.  Either floor plan involves multistory construction.  Seniors with 
impaired mobility prefer one-level/single story living.  Will building codes be changed to 
mandate elevators? 
 
The survey process you have assigned us will result in a better-defined respondent 
profile. However, this will still not be representative of the community. Your original 
attempt to reach out to the community via us who make up the heads of local organized 
groups, which have chosen to participate, carries with it the result that “we” are a biased 
group and not representative of the community at large.  We represent our 
organizations, which themselves are a specialized sub-set of the community.  This latest 
iteration of a survey will most likely just have the memberships vote the values of their 
organization; the bicycle advocates will vote their special interests; the ASAP members 
will do likewise, as will all the other groups that represent an advocacy position.  
 
Outreaches to other specialty groups will reflect the desires of those groups.  What will 
you do at the end of the process with such data?  In the political area we (still) have a 
representative form of government; your survey is an attempt at a democratic 
process…the ones with the loudest and most voices win. Someone will be making value 
judgments for the rest of us; I look forward to ensuring that person(s) is an elected 
official. 
 
Sincerely, 
Charles Battig, MD 


