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CAMPO peer review of Capital Metro is available

The full report and the presentation that was delivered to the CAMPO Peer Review Committee last Friday (which is virtually the same) are online at 

http://www.campotexas.org/comm_peer-review_agendas.php.

The consultant is working with CAMPO to determine the date for a presentation to the full CAMPO Policy Board. They are considering early December, possibly December 8. They will then release the final report after that meeting; I imagine in the next few weeks after.

CAMPO transit working group reconvenes

The Transit Working Group is meeting December 1 to review the Austin, Manor, Elgin rail line.  For supporting documents go to: http://www.campotexas.org/comm_twg_agendas.php
City pushes Legislature to fund rail relocation

Austin Business Journal

Thursday, November 20, 2008

The city of Austin today approved a resolution requesting that the Texas legislature and governor appropriate $200 million annually to the Texas Rail Relocation and Improvement Fund during the 2009 legislative session.

In 2005, legislators authorized creating the fund, approved by voters that year, but it has never been funded.

The fund was designed to finance the relocation of potentially dangerous freight rail lines in densely populated urban areas across Texas. Advocates say the fund can help pay to move cargo lines that run on the 110-mile Union Pacific main line near MoPac Expressway. That relocation would open the possibility of a proposed regional commuter rail line from San Antonio to Austin.

The Austin-San Antonio Rail District, a consortium of 17 jurisdictions within the proposed rail corridor, has lobbied for the system since 2003.

Lakeline Station mixed-use project’s future unclear again

Austin Business Journal

Friday, November 21, 2008

by Jean Kwon ABJ Staff

A major investor that was to steer the embattled $400 million Lakeline Station mixed-use project out of bankruptcy has pulled out, leaving the highly anticipated development’s future uncertain.

Carlsbad, Calif.-based HomeFed Corp. signed on as a controlling investor after the limited partnership behind the project, PCG Summit-Lakeline Station, filed for Chapter 11 bankruptcy in August. HomeFed failed to file a reorganization plan due this month in California bankruptcy court. As a result of not filing, HomeFed has relinquished its role in directing the affairs of the bankruptcy and saving the North Austin project, those close to the matter say.

Executives at HomeFed could not be reached for comment.

Without a plan to restructure the debt, the project’s landowner, William Savage, will proceed with foreclosure on 141 acres of the 327-acre site next month. PCG has paid enough to own the rest of the property.

City OKs TIF zone for Seaholm redevelopment

Austin Business Journal

Friday, November 21, 2008

The city of Austin approved the creation of a tax increment financing reinvestment zone to pay for public improvements for the Seaholm redevelopment project.

The TIF will be within the area bounded on the west by the planned Seaholm Drive, on the south by Cesar Chavez Street, on the east by West Avenue and on the north by Third Street.

The 7.8-acre Seaholm redevelopment project will be partially financed through the TIF. The redevelopment includes the historic Seaholm Power Plant and its immediate grounds in addition to new street infrastructure to connect Cesar Chavez and Third. Private development plans include 130,000 square feet of office space, 60 condo units, an 180-room hotel and 50,000 square feet of retail. Southwest Strategies Group is the lead developer.

Under state law, a tax increment reinvestment zone contributes property taxes from the increase in real property value within the district toward the project’s public improvements. The public infrastructure and power plant rehabilitation will be primarily funded by issuing debt that will be repaid from the tax increment revenue. The TIF has a 30-year duration.

Austin 4th of Top 10 Growth Centers

Bizjournals

November 10, 2008

by G. Scott Thomas

This sentence -- or one like it -- can be found in almost any prospectus: "Past performance is no guarantee of future results."

But that doesn't mean history is a worthless indicator. Consider, for example, the nation's metropolitan areas. The link between their past and future performances is often a strong one.

The 10 fastest-growing metros in the prosperous 1990s have continued expanding in the present decade, despite the erratic nature of the economy. All 10 of these hot markets registered population gains of at least 13 percent between 2000 and 2007, led by Las Vegas' seven-year increase of 33.5 percent.

Recent growth trends offer an advance look at the markets best positioned to weather the current economic downturn -- and the ones that have the most cause for concern.

Bizjournals analyzed recent performances to identify the nation's current growth centers -- the metros entering this recessionary period with the most positive momentum. Las Vegas, Raleigh, and Cape Coral-Fort Myers, Fla., led in bizjournals' new rankings of America's growth centers:

Austin

Three Texas markets are members of the top 10, with Austin posting the best growth record of the trio. Population has soared more than 8 percent in Austin in the past two years, and employment has jumped more than 10 percent. Raleigh is the only metro that can match this short-term momentum.

Quick stats

Growth score: 
28.48 points

Population: 
1,598,161 (37 of 100)

Private sector employment: 
601,000 (38 of 100)

Per capita income: 
$36,328 (52 of 100)

Gross metropolitan product:
$71.18 billion (39 of 100)

5-year growth rates

Population: 
17.92% (5 of 100)

Private sector employment:
17.02% (11 of 100)

Per capita income: 
13.31% (95 of 100)

Gross metropolitan product:
33.05% (41 of 100)

Region's transit plan

Dallas Morning News

Friday, November 21, 2008

Editorial

Watching North Texas transportation officials shape a proposal for building out rail transit has been like watching a committee paint a mural.

The undertaking is sweeping and complicated. Not everyone agrees with the look of every corner, every color and detail. But if you stand back far enough, the picture coming into focus is a good one overall.

Elements of the transit plan

· Local-option elections

· Build 200 miles rail in unserved areas, other projects where transit service already exists

· Revenue could come from new levies on fuel, car registration, drivers' licenses or property.

· A new fuel tax could be decided regionally, other revenue county by county.

Status of the proposal: The Regional Transportation Council has approved draft legislation to forward to state lawmakers from North Texas. Its fate will be decided in next year's legislative session.

The effort in question is getting the Legislature to create a money-raising mechanism to add more than 200 miles of transit lines to the rail network that's already taking shape. It's a project vital to the future of North Texas' economy, environment and quality of life.

Building it will take more than $5 billion, but it's money that the region doesn't have. Local elected officials have been pushing state lawmakers for years, so far unsuccessfully, to let North Texas voters decide whether to pay for improved transportation. The effort has been frustrated despite wide community support, including from this newspaper and the Fort Worth Star-Telegram.

Here's where things stand: Representatives of the policymaking Regional Transportation Council, made up mostly with local elected officials, have held countless meetings, workshops, hearings and brainstorming sessions this year to get a transit proposal ready for next year's legislative session. The process involved input from major local employers who torpedoed a proposed sales tax last year and vowed to kill any similar measure in the future.

The current plan is far more complex but fundamentally sound. It seeks local-option elections on raising money for rail, and for other transportation projects – roads, bridges, hike-bike trails, etc. – where rail service already exits. Local governments would devise the lineup of proposals pending review from the regional planning agency.

Officials want to choose from a menu of revenue sources, including boosts in the gas tax, vehicle registration fee, driver's license fee and property taxes. New sources would include a first-time levy on newcomers to the area and, when technology permits, a fee based on miles driven.

Some local officials fear lawmakers will keel over at the sight of so many revenue sources. But everyone must keep in mind that the voters would have the final say.

The region's transportation plan was approved by the RTC last month by a 26-13 vote, with several members voicing unhappiness with different provisions. One issue in dispute is whether the regional planning body should have authority to call or coordinate elections and, if so, if that would be a needless new layer of government.

It's a fair policy question with no easy answer. The RTC will try to address it at a follow-up meeting next month. Regardless of how another vote turned out, it's important that transportation officials rally around the final product and make a full-court press on the region's delegation to the Legislature.

As for the complexity issue – well, lawmakers couldn't handle the simple plan. Many squawked that local leaders were politically naive and unrealistically narrow with last-year's single-source idea.

OK, fine. Dallas-Fort Worth legislators will have the latitude they sought. Now they must be ready to embrace and perfect the new transit plan as a priority item from constituents and get it through the Austin minefield. Other metro areas beset by traffic congestion are interested in the concept, too, which will complicate the lawmaking effort.

So be it. The foot-dragging and dismissiveness in Austin have gone on too long. Metro areas have not received enough resources from the state to unsnarl traffic and keep the air breathable. Residents have the right to make the hard choices.

North Texas’ plan for transit

Fort Worth Star Telegram

Sun, Nov. 23, 2008

EDITORIAL

The Regional Transportation Council has worked hard for five years to craft a plan for bringing an expanded commuter rail network to North Texas. The body pushed unsuccessful efforts in two legislative sessions before regrouping this year to devise a new plan under the leadership of Fort Worth City Councilman Jungus Jordan.

Since 2003, the editorial boards of The Dallas Morning News and the Star-Telegram have jointly called for development of a seamless transportation system across North Central Texas.

While we reserve the prerogative to comment further as lawmakers sink their teeth into the new plan, we believe its major elements are ready for the trip to Austin.

A successful outcome this time is crucial. With 6.5 million residents in the 16-county region, our highways are thickly congested, and we will not be able to build enough roads to accommodate the 9 million people who are expected to live here by 2030.

A commuter rail network that is more extensive than those planned by the Fort Worth Transportation Authority, Dallas Area Rapid Transit and the Denton County Transportation Authority is essential.

Current demographics and growth patterns have shown us where those rail lines should be. What’s lacking are ways to pay for them in a manner that can be adapted to different needs across the region. The plan devised under Jordan’s leadership would achieve that goal.

New taxes

There’s no way around it. More rail projects will require more money.

The RTC plan asks legislators for permission to take the question to the region’s voters. Only if those voters agree to tax themselves for the needed money would the rail lines be built.

Further, the votes would be tabulated on a county-by-county basis. Tarrant County would build its new rail lines only if its own voters approve, and the same for every other county in the region. Tax revenue approved by voters could not be taken across county lines to be used for projects elsewhere.

Each county’s plan could be tailored to impose only those tax levels needed to pay for its projects. Most taxes would go away once the county’s rail plan is complete, with some remaining to pay for operations and maintenance costs.

There would be a menu of tax sources for each county to choose from. Most are based on current taxes and fees:

· An additional vehicle registration fee of up to $150 per vehicle per year.

· An additional motor fuels tax of up to 10 cents per gallon.

· A fee of up to one cent per mile driven by each vehicle

· An additional property tax of up to five cents for each $100 of appraised value.

· An additional driver’s license fee of up to $50.

· A vehicle registration fee for new residents of up to $250.

A wrinkle for DART

Michael Morris, transportation director for the North Central Texas Council of Governments, says that revenue derived from the western side of the region would be devoted exclusively to rail projects. But because DART already has or plans to build an extensive rail network on the eastern side, the plan was altered to allow DART member cities to spend revenue from the new taxes on other infrastructure needs such as roads, bridges and highway interchanges.

Residents of DART cities have long paid a one-cent sales tax for their current or future rail projects. The issue of taxing them again has been a constant problem for regional rail proponents. The RTC plan allows them to have access to a regional network as well as money to improve local infrastructure.

The process

The RTC plan calls for cities, counties and transportation authorities to submit project and financing proposals to the RTC for evaluation. The RTC, a body made up of 33 elected and appointed officials from cities and counties throughout the region, as well as seven representatives of transportation providers, would decide which proposals go on the ballot. On a date specified by the Legislature, the RTC would call an election across the region.

Morris has discussed a role for "county roundtables" made up of "citizens, transportation entities, departments and authorities" to review, refine and approve the RTC’s list before the ballot goes to voters. That provision is not in the current RTC plan. The RTC is expected to meet again on Dec. 11 and may discuss it then.

The goal is in sight

The RTC plan is more refined and stands a far better chance of getting legislative approval than either of the previous attempts. Its elements are strong, and it could serve as a model for other parts of the state to meet their own crucial transportation needs.

The menu of funding options provides flexibility for each county to craft its own plan to meet its own needs. Some options, such as the motor fuels tax, could be applied uniformly across the region to prevent problems, such as drivers going to another county to buy gas that is not taxed.

Voters in each county would be the ultimate authority on whether they will pay the taxes in exchange for the greater mobility that a regional rail system would provide. Residents of DART cities would have a way to raise money for their own infrastructure needs.

The plan goes to legislators for the most thorough consideration they can give it. Their ideas for improvements are earnestly invited. That, along with a united push from North Texas officials and residents, may finally produce what our region so desperately needs: a way to solve its own transportation problems.

TxDOT has eyes on proposed stimulus funds

Austin Business Journal

Monday, November 24, 2008

Texas Department of Transportation officials have notified the state’s Metropolitan Planning Organizations to begin identifying “ready to go” projects that could qualify for a new $700 billion federal stimulus proposed this week by President-elect Barack Obama. The package is intended to boost employment by rebuilding infrastructure, modernizing schools, and strengthening the alternative energy industry.

Joe Cantalupo, executive director of the Capital Area Metropolitan Planning Organization, which covers Travis, Hays and Williamson counties, says projects that will qualify for the stimulus package are those that have performed engineering and/or environmental analyses and have right-of-way and now need construction funding. He says the list is in progress and declined to name specific projects, adding that many could be smaller maintenance projects.

“This is not a chance for local governments to drum up new projects but a chance to jump-start projects that have been sitting around waiting for money,” Cantalupo says.

He says it’s unclear how much money will be dispensed in the area but that the list given to the federal government from the eleven counties covered by the Austin division of TxDOT will include 100 to 150 projects. Those projects may be eligible to advertise for construction as early as January, he says.

TxDOT stands by derailed U.S. 281 study

Sam Antonio Express News

November 21, 2008

By Patrick Driscoll

The Texas Department of Transportation, booted from the lead role on an upcoming environmental study for the U.S. 281 tollway, still thinks such a study is overkill.

A less intensive "environmental assessment" finished last year took a hard enough look, TxDOT Director Amadeo Saenz said in a letter last week to the Federal Highway Administration.

If another study needs to be done, then a new assessment rather than a full-blown "environmental impact study" is the place to start, Saenz said.  However, he added, he does not object if others want to exceed the requirements.

"An EIS may help address concerns related to the complex natural and human environment that co-exist in this area of San Antonio," the letter states.

Such assessments determine whether further study is needed. Federal officials had signed off on two since 2005, both of which concluded that rebuilding U.S. 281 to add six toll express lanes would not cause major impacts.

Lawsuits, the latest filed by Aquifer Guardians in Urban Areas and Texans Uniting for Reform and Freedom, wiped out those federal clearances. TxDOT's last assessment was sullied by contract discrepancies.

Now federal officials aren't taking any more chances. They wrote back that an assessment this time will be skipped and that a full study will be done. They also don't want TxDOT heading the study.

Meanwhile, it looks like the Alamo Regional Mobility Authority, which took over the 8-mile toll project from TxDOT, will step up as the lead agency for the study.

Stung by AIG Collapse, Transit Agencies Seek Legislative Protection

Congressional Quarterly Politics

Nov. 14, 2008

Executives of public transit agencies facing imminent default on billions of dollars in financing deals say they may ask Congress to include language protecting them in any economic stimulus legislation.

The agencies, which may owe as much as $16 billion because of American International Group’s collapse, want the Treasury Department or Federal Reserve to guarantee the financing deals using authority under the $700 billion financial rescue plan.

“We’ve talked to the Senate Finance staff and I think the question is whether or not there is going to be a stimulus or not,” said Rob Healy, the American Public Transportation Association’s director of government affairs. “If there is not a legislative vehicle, then the transit agencies are going to be in position of the banks coming after the money before Congress returns.”

At issue are transit financing deals reached between 1988 and 2003 that were guaranteed by AIG.

Terms of the complicated financial deals required the insurer guaranteeing the transactions to maintain a AAA credit rating. The downgrading of AIG’s credit rating this year suddenly put the transit agencies into technical default on these deals, allowing investors to demand full payment and hefty termination fees.

The agency that runs Washington’s Metrorail system has been in court this week, asking a judge to block a Belgian bank’s demands for immediate payment of $43 million.

Executives of transit agencies from across the country plan to converge on Washington next week to seek lawmakers’ support for government help.

Lawmakers, including House Speaker Nancy Pelosi , D-Calif., and House Transportation and Infrastructure Committee Chairman James L. Oberstar , D-Minn., and ranking Republican John L. Mica of Florida, have already asked the Bush administration to intervene.

New 'Transit is Lifeblood' Ad Campaign Calls for Renewed Transit Investment for Difficult Times

Market Watch

Nov. 17, 2008

EDF PRESS RELEASE

NEW YORK, Nov 17, 2008 /PRNewswire-USNewswire via COMTEX/ -- In response to transit agencies being on the verge of financial collapse, Environmental Defense Fund launched a new ad campaign today to call for a strong state and city commitment to transit. The ad features a photo of a blood transfusion bag alongside the message: "Transit Lines are Lifeblood. Stop the Bleeding" ( http://www.edf.org/page.cfm?tagID=31613&redirect=transit) and includes a web page link, www.edf.org/transit, for more information.

"Transit is the lifeblood of New York City's economy and environment. Now more than ever, we need this lifeline to work," said Andy Darrell, vice president for Living Cities at Environmental Defense Fund, a member of New York Mayor Michael Bloomberg's Sustainability Advisory Board and the 2007 New York State Traffic Mitigation Commission (http://www.edf.org/page.cfm?tagID=907). "Other world-capitals are investing in transit, so New York simply can't afford to fall behind with crumbling infrastructure and gridlock."

The campaign includes full page, full color ads in the: Albany Legislative Gazette, and Manhattan Media publications The Capitol and City Hall. It also features web ads in the New York Daily News Daily Politics blog ( http://www.nydailynews.com/blogs/dailypolitics/), the Albany Times Union Capitol Confidential blog ( http://blogs.timesunion.com/capitol/), the New York Observer Politicker blog ( http://www.politickerny.com/) and the Gotham Gazette (www.gothamgazette.com/).

Nationally, transportation is the number two household spending item -- second to shelter and ahead of food -- and is responsible for 30% of the national greenhouse gas emissions. It is the fastest-growing source of greenhouse gases in New York.

"Imagine New York City with the subways unplugged," concluded Darrell. "From suburban trains to city subways, transit is at the heart of what New York is all about. A sustainable and affordable ride to work connects people to jobs, lowers greenhouse gas pollution, and fights traffic congestion. Investing in innovative transit will create a new wave of green jobs in New York, from building subway cars and bus-rapid-transit lanes to designing high-tech train signals and hybrid-electric buses."

To solve the transit finance challenge, Environmental Defense Fund calls for:

1. A transparent capital plan for our transit system that:

-- Better uses what we have, with technology to allow more trains and buses per line.

-- Prioritizes investments that deliver jobs and service quickly, such as bus-rapid-transit, suburban park-&-ride, and vanpools to connect low-transit neighborhoods to transit stops.

-- Focuses on neighborhoods without good transit options, especially in fast-growing communities outside of Manhattan that lack convenient subway access.

-- Is clear to the public about its priorities and service decisions.

2. State and city cooperation to keep fare hikes as low as possible. We'll all have to pitch in, but government should be doing everything it can to make transit affordable.

3. Employers to do their part, by enrolling in programs to subsidize transit passes (such as TransitChek).

4. Keeping all financing options on the table, including controversial ideas such as road pricing. New York will have to take difficult steps to finance transit, and any new tools must be designed to be effective and fair.

Transit has improved since the 1970s. We can't let it backslide now.

A Sustainable Economy — “The Change We Need”

Citiwire.net

Sunday, November 23, 2008

By Rick Cole

In his first press conference as president-elect, Barack Obama acknowledged, “Some of the choices that we make are going to be difficult…it is not going to be easy for us to dig ourselves out of the hole that we are in.”

In this crisis, the “change we need” is to invest in a sustainable economy for our future, rather than borrowing to sustain our current economy. Here’s how the new Administration can help us dig out of the hole we’re in:

• Green business. In his new global survey of America’s peril and potential, Hot, Flat and Crowded, Thomas Friedman calls “green” the “new red white and blue.” Obama has pledged to create “green jobs” through alternative energy. But in the decade ahead, every single job in the American economy will need to go “green,” by ruthless pursuit of less waste and more sustainable and productive business practices. For the private sector to succeed, federal policies on taxes, regulations, research, purchasing and grant-making must all be reformed to promote green practices, rather than stifle them.

• Smart Growth. The suburban, auto-dominated landscape of the past 50 years won’t work for a post-peak oil, post-carbon America. Alternate fuels aren’t enough, nor is transit compatible with sprawl. The Congress for the New Urbanism, headed by former Milwaukee Mayor John Norquist, has revived traditional town and city building to emphasize mixed-use, transit-oriented design at every scale of development from neighborhood to metropolis. Rep. Earl Blumenauer from Portland, Oregon has emerged as the leading national leader for this movement, rapidly being adopted by cities and states across America.

• Regionalism. In a June speech to the U.S. Conference of Mayors, Obama identified metro regions as the engines of global growth. Denver, Seattle, Salt Lake City, Sacramento, Portland, Chattanooga and St. Louis have emerged as models for metro/suburban collaboration. Obama also embraced the social equity dimension of regionalism, to ensure inner cities will benefit from collaborative efforts to improve education, reinvest in older communities and create globally competitive high-wage, high-value jobs.

• Transportation. In 1991, Senator Pat Moynihan spearheaded the landmark ISTEA transportation law. But instead of matching the investment by other advanced economies in high-speed rail and public transit, the Clinton administration let highway expansion continue to dominate federal spending. The Bush Administration failed to even keep up on infrastructure maintenance, so that sprawl continues to fuel oil consumption and greenhouse gas emissions. The new administration will need to start where ISTEA left off to rebuild our goods–and people-moving capacity on an environmentally and economically sustainable model.

• Human capital. Education is the key to restoring American competitiveness. Mayors around the country have emulated Chicago’s Richard Daley’s drive to rebuild inner city schools to restore America’s great cities as engines of new wealth creation, rather than gentrified havens for young professionals amongst crime-ridden slums. We need a national commitment to human capital to reduce the underclass, assimilate immigrants, and provide the workforce that can outperform the hard-working offshore workforce in the economy of the future.

• Innovation. Obama’s popularity in Silicon Valley mirrors his embrace of venture capital investment in American jobs. The Japanese failed to shake off their decade-long slump because they remained tied to “pork barrel” public works stimulation of their economy. Harnessing private investment and entrepreneurship to rebuild America’s cities, older suburbs and essential infrastructure is essential not only to economic success, but to political success as well. Let’s take the huge brainpower and speculative investment that’s been devoted to financing consumer debt and redeploy it to rebuild America’s cities and productive economy.

• New Orleans. Of all George Bush’s failures, the cruelest was his empty promise to rebuild New Orleans. The most hopeful counter-point to those wasted years would be to use the New Orleans region as a model for a green economy that puts people back to work in jobs that create wealth instead of consuming it. Instead of the default choice of tourism, gambling, and decay, New Orleans should rebuild around enterprise and trade, with first-class schools and a sustainable infrastructure.

Reshaping of the American landscape and economy won’t be easy. “Change we can believe in” must look beyond Washington and its stale wedge issues. It must harness local movements, as well as mayors, council members, governors and state legislators, advancing innovative new models throughout our federalist system. Obama carries the unique advantage of having been a community organizer and a state legislator. He can be the model and the inspiration for a broad-based movement for change.

The new administration will be a time of harsh testing, for Washington and for the country. Our nation is too geographically diverse, our economy too gargantuan, for Washington to chart a single course. But investing in sustainability instead of spending on consumption could have a profound impact on the shape of American metropolitan regions and the communities they contain. That’s “the change we need.”

Georgia Study: How state can invest in transit

The Atlanta Journal-Constitution

Thursday, November 20, 2008

By Ariel Hart

Georgia’s shortfall in transportation financing could be solved with a combination of funding, from a new odometer tax to redirecting car registration and parking fees that currently go to general government coffers, a consulting company said Wednesday.

The state Transportation Board heard the findings in a presentation but didn’t formally endorse them. Board members —- and a stream of recent studies —- say the state and Atlanta area are in critical need of new transportation funding. But some members were wary about seeming to endorse any particular tax.

“I don’t want it said of us that we’re advocating, for example, an ad valorem tax,” said board Vice Chairman Larry Walker. “I think a firestorm would go across the state.”

Gov. Sonny Perdue charged the consultant, McKinsey & Co., with making a business case for transportation investment. McKinsey released figures showing Georgia invested less per capita in transportation than all states but Tennessee. He said keeping on that road could cost hundreds of thousands of jobs and $500 billion-plus in economic benefits.

My View: Gas surcharge could help deficit, environment

The Sacramento Bee

Monday, Nov. 17, 2008

By Severin Borenstein

California is faced with an unprecedented budget crisis. The state is also committed to significant reductions in greenhouse gases that cause climate change. Meanwhile, the price of gasoline is plunging as the world economic slowdown cuts oil demand. At the intersection of these three situations lies an opportunity.

The state can take a big step toward solving the budget crisis, and avoid a giant step backward on climate change, by putting a floor under the price of gasoline. There's no doubt that the $4-plus prices we experienced last summer caused a painful crunch for many households, but the economy has adjusted to prices substantially above the low-$2 range where they are now heading.

If the state were to put in a sliding-scale gasoline surcharge, it could stabilize gasoline prices at levels that a few months ago would have been celebrated by consumers and still go a long way toward filling the state's budget crater. It would also head off the return to gas-guzzling SUVs that will no doubt result if prices stay at current levels.

Here's how it would work: The state would set a gasoline surcharge that moves inversely with the price of oil. Targeting an oil price of $85 per barrel would mean that gasoline prices would stabilize around $3 per gallon. If the price of oil increased, the surcharge would automatically decline so that gas prices would stay about constant. If the price of oil went above $85, the surcharge would automatically disappear.

The surcharge would be based on world oil prices, not the local price of gasoline, so California refiners would have no incentive to raise wholesale gasoline prices to capture some of the surcharge revenue.

What can the state get out of this? More than $10 billion. That's how much the surcharge would likely raise in the first year, which would greatly reduce the deficit. The best forecasts are that oil prices will gradually rise, so the revenue would probably decline over the next few years, though oil prices are hard to predict.

But the surcharge would support another important goal in stabilizing gasoline prices. It would signal to consumers and automakers the continued importance of using fuel efficiently to minimize greenhouse gas emissions. In the short run, it would encourage those habits we've developed over the last year: leaving the SUV in the garage whenever possible, driving the family's smaller car, car-pooling, walking and taking public transit.

In the long run, it would avert the surge in demand for gas guzzlers that is otherwise certain to follow low-$2 gasoline. And a gas price that more accurately reflects its full cost, including greenhouse gases, would encourage better land-use planning and shorter commutes.

Does a gas surcharge fall disproportionately on the poor? Yes. But compared with the alternative plan being pushed in the Capitol – draconian cuts in government services and an increase in sales taxes – this would hurt the poor a lot less. If the budget hole starts to close, and we are lucky enough to see oil prices stay low, it would make sense to continue the surcharge but use some of the revenue to reduce income taxes on poorer families.

The other likely concern is that the revenue stream from such a surcharge would be unpredictable. That's true. Volatile oil prices would cause volatile surcharge revenues, but on the other hand, it would reduce the volatility of gas prices and allow better planning on energy costs.

In the short run, the surcharge would bring in substantial revenues, but in the longer run, the revenues are uncertain. That makes it a poor way to fund the operating budget year by year but a natural way to pay for the "rainy day" fund that everyone in Sacramento says we need but no one sees a way to pay for.

There's not much positive economic news these days, but falling oil prices are a rare bright spot. California has an opportunity to harness a slice of that benefit to patch a large part of the state's budget hole while preventing the state's climate change policy from being derailed. Any attempt to raise revenues will no doubt be opposed by some in Sacramento. Still, I hope that the governor and most legislators have the vision and courage to see this opportunity and grab it.

Americans driving less, unmoved by lower gas prices

USA TODAY

November 20, 2008

By Haya El Nasser and Paul Overberg

Americans are driving less despite falling gas prices, reflecting the deepening recession and signaling a shift in lifestyles and driving habits that could outlast the current turmoil.

Drivers logged 10.7 billion fewer miles in September than they did the same month a year earlier — a 4.4% decline, according to data issued Wednesday by the Federal Highway Administration.

The data reflect the effects of the worsening economy.

"With the unemployment rate going up, people are just not driving," says Fred Milch, division planner for the East Central Florida Regional Planning Council, in the South Atlantic region that saw the biggest year-to-year driving decline (5.7%). "They just don't have the money to go on leisure trips and don't have money to go shopping. … People get in the habit of not having to drive."

Since the beginning of the year, the nation lost 1.2 million jobs — 284,000 in September alone and another 240,000 in October, according to the Bureau of Labor Statistics.

Gas prices peaked around $4 a gallon July 4 and had dropped 12% by the end of September. They have tumbled even more since, slipping under $2 a gallon in many states.

'People are changing'

Unlike previous cycles, cheaper gas hasn't inspired Americans to drive more. While some of their reluctance to return to their old ways may be due to the bad economy, some transportation experts say something bigger is happening.

"People are changing their driving habits," says Jack Finn, senior vice president and national director of toll services for HNTB, a major consulting firm based in Kansas City. "They're taking less trips, there's less driving, more carpooling and part of that lifestyle change will continue."

Tony Douglas is a good example. Douglas, 46, gave up driving the 26 miles from Gallatin, Tenn., to his office in Nashville in September, when gas prices were still high. He took a bus instead.

Driving cost him $8 to $10 a day while the bus was $6. Now that gas prices have dropped and the cost benefits are gone, he's still on the bus.

"It's much more relaxing: reclining seats, TVs … and it takes about an hour, too," Douglas says. "I'm able to watch CNN in the morning."

Plus, his stay-at-home wife has a car she can use, and it's better for the environment, he says. Douglas is an environmental manager for a company that works with the military to build sustainable housing on bases. "Everybody got an economics lesson and a lot more people are going to have their eyes open as far as carpooling," he says.

A deep decline

Toll traffic is an indication that something different is going on. When the economy sours, truck and other commercial traffic historically drops more than passenger traffic, Finn says.

This time, "passenger car (traffic) has dropped double the truck traffic in some cases," he says. "A lot of these trends will last. Even if gas prices drop a little bit, people will remember that gas prices can jump up there."

The decline in miles driven is the longest and deepest since the 1979 Iranian revolution, which sparked an oil price shock and lines at the pump that lasted well into the next year. This September marked the 11th consecutive month of declining driving.

"This tells me this isn't just a phenomenon that quickly bounces back when fuel prices drop," Transportation Secretary Mary Peters says. The federal Highway Trust Fund, which relies on gas and diesel taxes, collected $31 billion in fiscal 2008, $3 billion less than the previous year.

"Americans are becoming much more conscious about our energy use and the desire to reduce the environmental effect of burning fossil-based fuels," Peters says.

She's promoting private funding for roads and transit, including toll roads and fees charged drivers who use special lanes during peak traffic.

Mileage has dropped in 18 of the 37 months since Hurricane Katrina created the first of several recent gas price spikes. Some transportation planners say some of the declines reflect demographic shifts and subtle changes in the way people live.

The growth in the number of U.S. households has slowed to abut half the rate of recent years because of slower immigration, more people sharing homes to save money and 20-somethings living with their parents.

At the same time, urban lifestyles have gained popularity — either the city itself or suburban town centers that combine shops and homes in a pedestrian-friendly environment.

"They still have a car, but they don't need it to go shopping or social networking," says Milch, who reviews large developments in the Orlando region. "This trend began well before gas prices skyrocketed."

Are Americans' driving habits changing for good?

"Absolutely," he says.

Obama Stimulus Spending Will Target Roads, Bridges, Public Transit, and Energy Projects

US News and World Report

November 19, 2008

By Katherine Skiba

Rep. Chris Van Hollen of Maryland, chairman of the Democratic Congressional Campaign Committee and policy assistant to Speaker Nancy Pelosi, told reporters Wednesday to expect the Obama administration to quickly propose an economic stimulus package costing a minimum of $150 billion but "more likely" in the $300 billion range. "An economic recovery plan will be the first thing out of the box," he said.

The money would go for infrastructure projects including roads and bridges, public transit, and items in line with President-elect Barack Obama's plan to spend $150 billion over 10 years on renewable energy and energy efficiency projects.

There's much work needed on the nation's electrical grid to efficiently transfer wind and solar power from one part of the country to another, he said.

The package also very likely will feature "substantial portions" of Obama's proposals for tax relief for middle-income Americans, Van Hollen said.

On healthcare, he said, Democrats would like to promptly expand the State Children's Health Insurance Program, or SCHIP, and within two years move forward on major reforms, which he said could feature discussion of the looming Medicare entitlement crisis.

On the prospect of $25 billion in new loans for the Big Three automakers, Van Hollen noted the reception the proposals received from lawmakers on the Senate Banking Committee Tuesday, saying they "make it look like prospects are tough, but the door has not been shut on it this year—the door has not been shut on doing something."

He said Democrats were "very leery" of dipping into $25 billion in earlier loans OK'd to allow carmakers to retool to produce more energy-efficient cars but would be willing to look at suggestions to tap into some of the money for bridge loans, providing the money would be automatically replenished to satisfy the original intent.

On the 2010 midterm elections, Van Hollen said the DCCC will focus on protecting its freshmen members and also look to districts where Republicans won by less than 55 percent of the vote; where the Democratic candidates were disadvantaged by a mismatch in campaign money; and to the "few and dwindling number of seats" in districts won by John Kerry in 2004 but under GOP control.

Van Hollen said never in history have Democrats won two successive "wave" elections with a pickup of at least 20 seats. He put this year's gain at 22 seats, including Democrat Tom Perriello in Virginia's 5th District, with three other races yet to be decided. The Virginia contest, against Republican Virgil Goode, has not been officially called, but the consensus is Perriello will be declared the winner, Van Hollen said.

Have You Driven a Bus or a Train Lately?

New York Times

November 18, 2008

By ROBERT GOODMAN

THE federal government is giving General Motors, Ford and Chrysler $25 billion in low-interest loans, and the companies are asking for up to $25 billion more. These same companies have spent millions of dollars lobbying against federal fuel-economy standards and are suing to overturn the emissions standards imposed by California and other states. In exchange for the loans, Congress should first insist that the automakers stop fighting these standards. But it should also make sure that better outcomes will result from these billions than just fuel-efficient cars.

The Obama administration should ask the companies, as a condition of financial assistance, to begin shifting from being just automakers to becoming innovative “transportmakers.” As Barack Obama’s new chief of staff, Rahm Emanuel, recently said: “You don’t ever want a crisis to go to waste. It’s an opportunity to do important things you would otherwise avoid.”

As transportmakers, the companies could produce vehicles for high-speed train and bus systems that would improve our travel options, reduce global warming, conserve energy, minimize accidents and generally improve the way we live.

This better way forward has been kicking around Washington for more than 35 years. In a prescient 1972 article in The Atlantic, Stewart Udall, an interior secretary under John F. Kennedy and Lyndon B. Johnson, warned of America’s excessive dependence on cars and called for this approach.

At a time when almost no politicians and industry leaders were paying attention to this problem, Mr. Udall made a bleak but accurate prediction. He wrote that “the oil needs of the other industrialized countries are growing faster than ours” and that this “surge of demand will soon begin to send shock waves through the American economy and transportation system.”

“Unless we exercise foresight and devise growth-limits policies for the auto industry, events will thrust us into a crisis that will lead to a substantial erosion of our domestic oil supply as well as the independence it provides us with,” Mr. Udall wrote. He predicted that the cost of petroleum imports would “give the Middle Eastern suppliers a dangerous leverage over our transportation system as well.”

But Mr. Udall recognized that the country could not afford the economic consequences of losing all of the automobile industry’s jobs and profits. He proposed that the auto companies branch out into “exciting new variants of ground transportation” to produce minibuses, “people movers,” urban mass transit and high-speed intercity trains. Instead of expanding the Interstate highway system, he suggested that the road construction industry take on “huge new programs to construct mass transit systems.” And he called for building “more compact, sensitively planned communities” rather than continuing urban sprawl.

As we now know, warnings like these went unheeded, and Americans became ever more car-dependent. And now, the auto industry is asking for government money that promises, even with more fuel-efficient cars, to give us more of the same. Instead of supporting companies that want to put as many cars on the road as possible, we need a transformational strategy.

As part of its loan package, the government should insist on the development of “transportmaker business plans” from the car companies, with specific timelines for developing more fuel-efficient cars. The companies should also provide detailed plans to transform some of their factories into research and manufacturing centers for the development of light-rail cars and high-speed trains and buses. (In some cases, these could run on existing tracks and on the median strips of Interstate highways; in others, entirely new lanes and tracks would be built.)

Even before Mr. Udall, there was ample precedent for these ideas. In the early 1930s, G.M. joined with other companies to develop the Burlington Zephyr, a radically innovative train that broke world speed records and cut train travel times in half. During World War II, the auto companies converted their factories to build not only military trucks and jeeps, but also airplanes, weapons, tanks and other vehicles. Ford’s Willow Run plant built thousands of B-24 bombers, becoming the world’s biggest bomber plant.

The research and production capacity that the car companies built during the 20th century could be adapted for the needs of the 21st. But other companies should be able to bid for the same opportunities.

Stewart Udall rejected the view that American prosperity depended on Detroit producing ever more cars. The financial crisis gives us a second chance to make his vision happen.

A Costly City Tries Pricing Its Parking by Popularity

New York Times

Published: November 19, 2008

By JESSE McKINLEY

SAN FRANCISCO — In a city known for its pricey property, and terrible parking, some of the most valuable real estate may soon be curbside.

Under a trial plan passed Tuesday by the board of the San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency, 6,000 of the city’s precious parking spots will be priced on a sliding scale depending on how popular they are. And while the worst locales will go cheaply — as little as a quarter — a handful of premium parking spots will be worth $18 an hour, or nearly a pound of quarters.

Other cities have dabbled in such pricing, but Nathaniel P. Ford Sr., executive director of the transportation agency, said San Francisco’s plan — due to start in the spring with the aid of new meters, sensors and $18.4 million in federal financing — would place the city at the forefront of parking technology. Mr. Ford cited the various benefits it would reap, including reducing congestion and carbon emissions from circling cars and ensuring pedestrians are not sideswiped by parking-obsessed drivers.

“It’s an exciting time,” said Mr. Ford, who also pointed to advances in payment technology, including the ability to buy parking time with a cellphone.

Under the 18-month pilot plan, meters in six of the city’s most trafficked neighborhoods will be remotely monitored for “occupancy,” transit officials said. Mr. Ford will then have the prerogative of lowering or raising rates on four-to-six-week cycles as supply and demand requires. While most meters would be capped at $6 an hour, rates during big events like concerts or a game could enter the $18 range.

Not everyone shared Mr. Ford’s enthusiasm for the plan. “That’s outrageous,” said Louis Issac, a San Francisco resident who works for a towing company and was feeding a meter at City Hall on Wednesday. “With things right now, the economy, people losing jobs? It’s a lack of consideration.”

Donald Shoup, a parking expert at the University of California, Los Angeles, said San Francisco’s plan would provide incentive for using mass transit and discourage those searching for the perfect — and cheap — spot.

“I think when we look back on this period 20 to 30 years from now,” said Mr. Shoup, who consulted on the plan, “We’ll say, ‘My God, what were these people thinking having free parking?’ ”

Greening your office - Part 4: Commuting

November 17, 2008

by Keenan

There are so many reasons to make your commute to work more sustainable, and there are just as many ways to achieve a greener commute. On top of reducing your impact on the environment, greening your commute by walking, cycling, using public transit, or any other method can get you in better shape, save you time and stress, give you time to read or chat, and save you money.

I, for instance, walk to work every day. It’s about 1.6km (1 mile), and it only takes 15-20 minutes. If I am running late, I just hop on a bike and pedal my way to work. It gives me time to relax, enjoy my surroundings, and listen to music before and after each workday. It also gets me a little exercise, which gets the endorphins flowing and helps me work off the entire wheel of cheese I inevitably eat each night.

Living in Paris, using public transportation or walking makes the most sense for me. But no matter what your situation, whether you live in Los Angeles or in a small town, whether your commute is .25 miles or 25 miles, greening your commute can make your workday more enjoyable and save you money. Here are some commuting alternatives:

1. Walk/Cycle

Walking costs next to nothing–all you need are comfortable shoes. Cycling is pretty cheap too–there’s just the initial cost of the bike and little tune ups after that. Combine with these low costs the money you save on gasoline, car maintenance, and the reduced health care costs in the long run due to the exercise you get and I think we have a winner here.

Walking and cycling each day will reduce your blood pressure, improve digestion, and strengthen your bones. You can choose to take the scenic route to work to get more exercise and improve your mental health.

Walking is a good option for those who have commutes of 3km (about 2 miles) or less. Cycling is great for commutes of 5km (3 miles) or even more. In many cases, cycling is actually faster than driving due to avoided traffic and the versatility of the routes you can take.

2. Use public transportation

Public transportation allows you to let someone else deal with the stress of traffic while you just sit there and sleep, read, or chat with your neighbor. Taking the bus, tram, subway, or monorail if you happen to work at Disneyland or live in Springfield is an easy way to reduce the emissions from your commute and you help reduce traffic by taking your vehicle off the road.

Using public transportation will save you money and, in many cases, time. All you have to pay for is the annual pass. In many large cities, using the subway or bus system is much faster than driving in traffic and struggling to find a parking place.

While the availability of public transport differs from area to area, there is almost always a system that can be of use to you. If you have a long commute, check out the local rail system. The Bay Area has Caltrain, which allows people to move up and down the southern peninsula quickly and easily. Even in the relatively rural area where I grew up, there was a bus system that made a few stops in each town near us. In Paris, it is faster and more convenient in almost every situation to use the metro, buses, or public bike system than it is to drive.  

3. Carpool

Carpooling is ideal for those who work in the same area as their neighbors or who live near colleagues. It makes the most sense for people with longer commutes who have no transportation options besides driving. Carpooling saves everyone money because you get to split the cost of gas and parking several ways, and you also save emissions by reducing the number of cars on the road. If you drive carefully (accelerate slowly, brake slowly, etc.) you can save even more emissions. It may not be faster than just driving yourself, but you do get an opportunity to relax, read, and get to know people better.

4. Buy a hybrid car

If you are going to carpool, why not buy a hybrid car? It may not be the cheapest option, but if you feel you must commute by car it certainly saves a lot of emissions. Because hybrid cars consume less gas, it may eventually save you money in the long run too.

5. Telecommute

Telecommuting is the best way to save emissions, time, energy, and money in terms of transportation to work. Telecommuting means that you work from home or some other location that is not your office, so you are able to avoid commuting altogether. Thanks to the internet and the 8 million ways to communicate with people these days, working from home is much easier and viable than ever before. Telecommuting can reduce stress by allowing you to have flexible work hours, avoiding rush hour traffic, and working in a more comfortable environment.

How does this relate to employers?

You can encourage green commuting by creating incentives for carpools, covering part of the cost of public transportation for your employees, or providing bike racks, electric car charging stations, and showers at work. Encouraging green commuting among your employees can build camaraderie, increase health and wellness, and lead to happier and more productive employees. Additionally, your organizations carbon footprint will be drastically reduced. While it may cost you money, the intangible returns on this investment can be great.

See these sources for more information:

http://www.commutesolutions.com/
http://www.resourceconservation.mb.ca/gci/CGC/CGCpdfs/Green%20Commuting%20Overview.pdf
http://career-advice.monster.com/commuting-to-work/Green-Your-Commute/home.aspx
Transporation coaches help plan bike, train routes

Chi-Town Daily News

November 19, 2008 

BY AMY LEE

A desire to reduce carbon emissions and encourage healthy habits has prompted a Chicago group to provide personal coaches who teach people how to bike or take public transportation instead of driving.

The Active Transportation Alliance – formerly the Chicagoland Bicycle Federation – has launched a program that pairs one of its public transportation experts with those who are interested in cutting car rides, but are unsure how to do so.

The Alliance launched to the program in the south suburbs and has a goal to enroll 300 people by September 2010. Though focused now on Rock Island and neighborhoods along Metra lines, the group hopes to expand the program into city limits in the coming years.

“Somebody might say, I just need a map and information about bus routes, another might say I don’t know how to change a bike tire, another might say I don’t know how to ride in traffic, so we’ll go out with them and show them how to ride in traffic,” says Mary Lynn Wilson, one of four coaches who provides one-on-one assistance to those seeking alternative transportation options.

“You really just a need a willingness do it and to be flexible enough to look at obstacles out there and find ways around that, like maybe combining bike and public transportation to get to your destination. It can be done, and we’re here to help people figure out how to do it.”

According to data provided by the Alliance, people can cut creation of carbon emissions by up to 380 pounds per year by biking, walking or taking public transit for one trip a week instead of using their car.

Thus, if the Alliance recruits 300 participants to do that, it could cut 114,000 pounds of carbon emissions in one year.

“We try to work where there is a big need for it,” says Falon Mihalic, program manager of the coaches program for the Alliance.

“The program won’t work as well in a neighborhood far removed from transit, it enhances transportation assets that are already there but that are underutilized,” Mihalic says.

The Alliance modeled its program after successful coaching programs in Portland, Ore. and in Australia, and landed a $50,000 grant from the Grand Victoria Foundation to pay four coaches to provide individual assistance. Expansion into Chicago would require additional funding, Mihalic says.

“We’re closing the information gap for people who are interested in biking, walking and taking public transit in pace of driving their car. These coaches give people very personalized info and plan routes using whatever mode that person wants to use,” Mihalic says.

The idea is to take the guesswork out of alternative forms of transportation and get people to change the sometime reflex habit of jumping in a car to run an errand or go to work, says Margo O’Hara, spokeswoman for the Alliance.

Wilson also hopes to show regular, everyday people that biking doesn’t require a heavy investment in specialized biking gear.

“Sometimes people think that commuting by bike or doing errands for bike is only for cyclists, people who ride a lot but not for the average person,” Wilson says. “You don’t have to dress up in Lycra and wear special clothes or shoes or anything. Just get a decent commuting bicycle and go for it.”

EVENTS
The celeb narrates the PBS series e2, which tackles transportation in its third season.
The series will premiere online at www.e2-series.com on November 24, 2008, and on PBS stations nationwide later this season (check local listings). e2 is a critically acclaimed PBS series about the innovators and pioneers who envision a better quality of life on earth, socially, culturally, economically and ecologically.

The series, narrated by actor Brad Pitt, explores attainable solutions to pressing environmental and social challenges, and tells compelling stories featuring new advances in sustainable living and transportation.

"e2 transport" comprises six episodes that cover the following topics:

London's initiative to transform itself into a metropolis designed around people, not cars; the culture of the Vélib bicycle program in Paris, allowing Parisians clean, efficient transport along with a blooming bike subculture; an investigation of the distance traveled by food as it makes its way from the field to our homes, and the positive impact of investing in local food systems; Seoul's restoration of the ancient Cheonggyecheon stream in its city center, revitalizing the economy as well as environment; the wisdom of Portland's city planners which transformed it into a global model of transit-oriented development; and innovative technologies that are transforming air travel into an eco-friendly and efficient business. For a preview: http://www.design-e2.com/
Capital MetroRail sneak peak at two fun public events on December 11 and December 13. Come and check out the train!  
WHAT:              Capital MetroRail Train Sneak Peek at the Hop n’ Shop Extravaganza

WHEN:             Thursday, Dec. 11, 11:30 am to 1:30 pm

WHERE:           Downtown Station at Brush Square, located at 4th and Trinity

WHAT:              Capital MetroRail Train Sneak Peek

WHEN:             Saturday, Dec. 13, 12:00 pm to 4:00 pm

WHERE:           Downtown Station at Brush Square, located at 4th and Trinity

On Thursday, December 11 from 11:30 am to 1:30 pm, Capital Metro will host a Hop n’ Shop Extravaganza at our MetroRail Downtown Station, located at 4th and Trinity. We'll be kicking off a “Holiday Hop n’ Shop” program in partnership with the many businesses along our newly revamped Dillo routes. As part of the program, participating businesses are graciously offering discounts to customers who flash their Capital Metro bus passes as they do their holiday shopping. So come to the Hop n’ Shop Extravaganza to kick it off! There will be booths from local merchants and prizes and goodies too. Special guests at this lunchtime event will be a shiny and sleek MetroRail train and one of our all-time favorite Austin musicians, Dale Watson.

If you can't make that day, you can check out the train on Saturday, December 13, from 12:00 pm to 4:00 pm, again at the Downtown Station. The train will be on hand for viewing and Austin's iconic Armadillo Bazaar will be open for its first weekend of business just next door in the Austin Convention Center. A fun way to get into the holiday season.

Texas Transportation Forum planned in January

The Fourth Annual Texas Transportation Forum, featuring high-profile speakers - former U.S. House Majority Leader Dick Gephardt and former Federal Aviation Administration Administrator and Federal Highway Administration Deputy Administrator Jane Garvey - and a keynote address by Gov. Rick Perry, is slated for Monday through Wednesday, Jan. 5-7, 2009. The forum will be at the Hilton Hotel in Austin. The forum brings together both past and future transportation leaders and will feature sessions on Texas' future transportation needs, an overview of state and federal transportation policy and information on state initiatives, regional partnerships and federal initiatives. Lt. Gov. David Dewhurst will speak about transportation issues for the upcoming legislative session. To view the program: http://www.dot.state.tx.us/ttf/Program.htm
Texas Lyceum hosts annual public conference

The Texas Lyceum will host its 23rd Public Conference, "Transportation Infrastructure: Establishing Public Policy Priorities" from 7:30 a.m. to 6 p.m. on Wednesday, Dec. 3, at the Reliant Center in Houston. Elected officials, transportation policy experts and stakeholders from throughout the state will attend to discuss and prioritize transportation policy issues prior to the 81st Legislature convening in January 2009. Those attending will hear from four panels and participate in interactive sessions after each panel. The event provides an opportunity for the Lyceum Directors, its alumni and the public to interact with policy makers, policy advocates and each other and actively engage in the discussion. For more information: http://texaslyceum.org/events_view.aspx?eventid=44
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