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Bay Area 511 Traveler Information
System Launches Smartphone App

First Application of its Kind in U.S.; Unique System Consolidates Information from More than 30 Agencies

Travelers in the San Francisco Bay Area
have a new tool to help them find their way
around. The Bay Area’s 511 traveler infor-
mation system has launched its first
smartphone app to help both regular com-
muters and visitors to the area.

The free 511 Transit App is a multi-
ple-agency public transit trip planner that
uses GPS-based location tools. It can pro-
vide door-to-door transit trip planning and
scheduled departure times for transit
routes from a person’s current location or
from a specified location. The app covers
720 routes and more than 23,700 transit
stops. It can be used for bus, train and ferry
transportation throughout the nine-county
San Francisco Bay Area. As a transit user
travels, the app can chart current location
and provide information about routes,
stops and landmarks along the way.

When walking, the app provides direc-
tions to and from stops while offering
information about fares and transfer fees.
Drivers can use the app to get real-time
traffic conditions on the live traffic map.
The app also provides current driving
times for the most popular routes in the
Bay Area.

Craig Noble, a spokesperson for the
Metropolitan Transportation Commission
(MTC), says the organization worked with
its trip planner vendor, Mentz
Datenverarbeitung GmbH (MDV) of
Munich, Germany to develop the system.
He says MDYV has already launched ver-
sions in 15 locations in Europe and Austra-
lia, but this is its first application in the
United States. He notes the Bay Area
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system is also unique because it consoli-
dates information from so many agencies.
The 511 Transit App processes data

from more than 30 public transit agencies,
including SF Muni, BART, AC Transit,
VTA, SamTrans, Caltrain, Golden Gate

Please turn to Page 7

Superstreet Design Working Well to Reduce
Congestion in San Antonio

Results Are Better Than Expected

The Texas Department of Transportation
says its new superstreet system on San
Antonio’s Northwest Side is yielding
better than expected results for motorists.

Typically, a superstreet is created when
cross-street traffic is prohibited from turn-
ing left at an intersection and are required
to turn right, but they can then access a
U-turn to get turned around and headed in

the desired direction. This reduces traffic
signal phases and conflicts at the intersec-
tion which in turn increases capacity and
safety.

In San Antonio, the targeted area is
along Loop 1604, near Texas 151. Starting
in phases last year, motorists were no lon-
ger allowed to turn left onto Loop 1604

Please turn to Page 9

A right turn along Loop 1604 in San Antonio showing in the distance a sign directing
approaching traffic from a sidestreet (not visible) to turn right and make a u-turn in
place of making a left turn at the intersection. (Photo: Courtesy of TxDOT) )
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Fitch Affirms AA- Rating on Illinois Tollway
Revenue Bonds but Outlook Remains Negative

Concerns Include Lower Demand Due to Toll Increases and Increased Debt Burden; Positive Factors Remain

Fitch Ratings has affirmed its AA- rating
on approximately $4 billion in outstanding
toll highway senior revenue bonds issued
by the Illinois State Toll Highway Author-
ity (ISHTA).

Fitch’s Seth Lehman says the AA- is “a
very strong rating for a toll road.” How-
ever, he adds, “We have a negative outlook
which indicates a possibility for a down-
grade due to borrowing plans for their cap-
ital program. We are evaluating whether
the recent toll increase will provide ade-
quate toll revenues to support the
program.”

Bond ratings from companies such as
Fitch are important in determining borrow-
ing costs. As Lehman explains, the market
generally requires a higher interest as a rat-
ing is lowered. Fitch considered five key
drivers in determining its rating and nega-
tive outlook projection for ISHTA:

Fitch says the Illinois Tollway is an es-
sential road network with stable demand
that provides a critical transportation link
in the Chicago and Northern Illinois met-

SL

ropolitan area and provides key connec-
tions to interstate highways. Toll transac-
tions grew in nearly every year since 1974
at a compound annual growth rate of two
percent over 20 years. However, it reports a
recent increase in tolls could lower demand
in the near term.

The ratings company notes that ISHTA
is legally allowed to increase rates, but fu-
ture toll hikes beyond those already ap-
proved could face opposition for political
or economic reasons. Passenger tolls
jumped by 87.5 percent this year and com-
mercial tolls are scheduled to increase in
2015 and every year thereafter.

ISHTA is launching a 15-year, $12.1 bil-
lion MOVE Illinois capital program with
funding coming from $4.8 billion in new
money issuances over the next 10 years. The
rest of the funding will come from toll in-
creases. Fitch noted that ISHTA has deliv-
ered its current $5.8 billion Congestion Re-
lief Program on-time and within budget.

Fitch says ISHTA’s absolute debt bur-
den is large and is expected to “increase

Open road tolling on the Tri-State Tollway, part of the Illinois Tollway network.
(Photo: Courtesy of Illinois State Toll Highway Authority)

measurably” with the MOVE program.
However, it says the authority has a mod-
erate net debt-to-cash flow available for
debt service, and it has strong liquidity.

Finally, Fitch reports that nearly 33
percent of ISHTA’s outstanding debt is
variable rate, with the percentage drop-
ping to approximately 21 percentby 2015.
The amount is expected to continue to de-
cline as the authority issues approxi-
mately $4.8 billion in fixed-rate debt over
the next 10 years.

Fitch analysts say changes in the rating
could be triggered by: toll revenues that
meet or miss forecasts during the initial
years of the MOVE program; a failure to
raise passenger toll rates, if needed; a lack
of stability in debt interest costs or
counterparty risk exposure on the author-
ity’s variable rate date; or moves by the
state to require capital improvements that
are not part of the tollway system without
providing revenue to fund the projects.

For more information, contact: Sandro
Scenga at (212) 908-0278 or

sandro.scenga@fitchratings.com.
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Citizen Task Force Spends Decades Fighting To Reduce the Number
of Traffic Lanes on a Highway In Ottawa from Six to Four

City Against Lane Reduction

Some communities have embraced road
diets, a reduction in traffic lanes, as a way
to reduce traffic speeds and implement
complete streets elements. In Ottawa, a
proposed reduction in lanes along King
Edward Avenue has fueled a long-running
political debate with no quick end in sight.

A citizens group in the Lowertown
area, the King Edward Avenue Task Force,
has been fighting for years to have the
six-lane highway that cuts through the
middle of its neighborhood reduced to four
lanes. The task force, led by Marc Aubin,
wants the space to be reallocated to create a
grand boulevard and bike lanes. City plan-
ners argue the extra lanes are necessary to
keep traffic flowing without significant
delays.

The community got a chance to see
what a four-lane avenue would be like
when the section between Sussex and
Rideau St. was reduced to four lanes be-
tween 2006 and 2009 for a construction
project. A report from the task force last
year argued that during that construction
period, there were no major delays on the
avenue.

An independent consultant was called
in to assess the situation, and the task force
reports the consultant agreed with its posi-
tion and concluded:

e Infiltration of neighborhoods by
cut-through traffic was deemed negligi-
ble.

e There are no significant differences in
travel times in the peak morning direc-
tion (southbound) on King Edward.

e The average increase in travel time per
vehicle (cars, trucks, buses) in the peak
afternoon direction (northbound) is
about one minute during a 2.5 hour pe-
riod each day.

e The four-lane option results in lower lev-
els of pollution and noise along the ave-
nue.

e Public consultation showed support for
the four-lane option.

Armed with the consultant’s findings,
Aubin and his group talk of the “betrayal”
they felt last April when their local coun-
cilor, Matthieu Fleury, “sided with traffic
planners at the city, and, through his ques-
tions and comments at the Transportation
Committee, attempted to discredit the pro-
fessional work of the independent consul-
tants on the four-lane study.” Following
that meeting, the Ottawa Citizen published
an editorial highly critical of the coun-
cilor’s actions.

The city reads the consultant’s report a
bit differently. It notes the report indicated
the lane reduction can only be implemented
after the potential completion of a new In-
terprovincial Crossing. Michael Murr,
from Community and Sustainability at the
City of Ottawa, says, “The reasons for this
are that from an operational perspective, in-
tersection- and corridor-level modeling

y A

King Edward Avenue in Ottawa during construction with 2 lanes per direction open.

(Photo: Courtesy of Marc Aubin and the King Edward Avenue Task Force)

King Edward Avenue in Ottawa after
construction with 3 lanes per direction
open. (Photo: Courtesy of Marc Aubin and
the King Edward Avenue Task Force)

suggests that implementing lane reduc-
tions now is not desirable.” Murr argues it
will result in “reduced speeds, greater ve-
hicle travel time, increased bus travel time
and less bus reliability.”

According to Murr, the concerns of the
Lowertown residents are being addressed
through a number of transportation mea-
sures designed to “better serve the local
community, enhance public safety and
improve transit reliability.” He points to a
south-bound transit priority lane (during
the PM peak), on-street parking in both di-
rections at all times except during week-
day peak periods, a reduction in the posted
speed limit and the introduction of
permanent radar display boards.

Now that the $50 million King Edward
reconstruction project is wrapping up,
Murr says traffic volumes during peak
hours are returning to their pre-construc-
tion levels. An Interprovincial Crossing
study is under way, but a new crossing
could be years away.

For more information, visit:
http://www .kingedwardavenue.com/ or
contact Jocelyne Turner, Media Relations
at City of Ottawa, (613) 580-2424, ext.
12832 or jocelyne.turner@ottawa.ca.
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Desert Sun to Power New Bus Shelters in Las Vegas

Valley

Solar-Powered Shelters will Save Money and Provide Unique Look

Bus shelters in the Las Vegas Valley will
be taking on a new look. The Regional
Transportation Commission of Southern
Nevada (RTC) is saving money and setting
itself apart from other transit agencies with
uniquely designed solar-powered transit
shelters.

Carl Scarbrough, transit amenities
manager for the RTC, says traditionally
there hasn’t been much choice when it co-
mes to the look of bus shelters. When the
RTC decided to go solar, it also teamed
with a local architect to design a shelter
with a non-traditional wavy rooftop to pro-
vide a more aesthetically pleasing look. He
notes, “The roof'is a little higher than tradi-
tional shelters to minimize vandalism, but
the rest is fairly similar.”

The shelters will feature an ad kiosk,
back and side screens and a display for
rider information. They’re being built with
recyclable materials and can accommodate
a passenger in a wheelchair or mobility
device.

Scarbrough says it takes about 30 dol-
lars a month to power a bus shelter that is
connected to the power grid. That means
the rooftop solar panels should save tax-
payers about $54,000 a year in energy
costs. He says the solar-powered shelters
initially cost about $2,000 more than con-
ventional shelters, but he estimates those
costs can be recovered in five years, and
the shelters have a 20-year lifespan. The
lifetime of the solar batteries is estimated
to be 10 years.

Solar panels on the shelter’s roof charge
a series of batteries inside the shelter that
power LED lighting at night. When the
batteries drain to a certain level, power to
ad panels is shut down to maintain battery
life. When days are short, the ad panels
may go dark as early as 11 p.m. During the
summer, they’re expected to stay lit all
night. Security lights stay on whenever it’s
dark. In going solar, the RTC also decided
to forego traditional fluorescent lighting in
favor of LED bulbs, which Scarbrough
notes last longer and are cheaper to run.

Scarbrough says you don’t have to be in
asunny locale like Las Vegas to make solar
power work for you. “I have seen solar
work in the northern U.K. and Scotland

A solar-powered transit shelter in Las Vegas. (Photo: Courtesy of the RTC)

where there is lots of rain. Far north, you
have to lower your power needs, provide
more surface area for solar panels and fo-
cus on security lighting.”

The RTC plans to install the 150 shel-
ters by the end of the year. It's starting with
locations that currently do not have any
shelter, but plans call for an additional 150
solar-powered shelters a year until shelters
are installed at every location possible and
old shelters are replaced — or until money
runs out.

Purchase and installation of the en-
ergy-saving shelters is being funded by a
$1.8 million formula grant from the Fed-
eral Transit Administration that must be al-
located for transit enhancement projects,
such as transit shelters. Officials looked at
factors including ridership numbers, ADA
access and the population being served,
such as senior citizens, in deciding on
locations for the initial shelters.

When it comes to installing shelters at
new locations, Scarbrough says so-
lar-powered shelters have a big advantage
over traditional shelters because the RTC
doesn’t have to worry about bringing elec-
tric power to the stop. He says the agency

has spent as much as $20,000 to bring
power to some shelters. With the solar
units, “all you do is take them out and bolt
them down and they stay lit. You can do it
for less than half the cost.”

Scarbrough estimates the total cost for
purchase and installation of each unit at
$14,000. He says the RTC has a franchisee
that covers maintenance. Maintaining the
new shelters isn’t expected to be much dif-
ferent than the others, except that the solar
panels will need to be cleaned every couple
of months. Scarbrough notes it will also be
important to make sure the control systems
are working, because if the batteries are
drained, it can shorten their life.

The new shelters were designed by
Luchessi Galati Architects and manufac-
tured by Tolar Manufacturing, Inc. Out-
door Promotions handled the installation
with Mailey Concrete pouring the concrete
slab. The RTC currently has approxi-
mately 3,500 transit stops in the Las Vegas
Valley and 1,500 stops have shelters.

For more information, visit:
http://www.rtcsouthernnevada.com or
contact Tracy Bower at (702) 676-1730 or
Angela Torres at (702) 676-1552.
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Iowa House Bill to Ban Red Light Running Cameras Fails

“Infringement on Personal Liberties” Versus Increased Safety

Proponents of a House bill that would have
banned the use of red light running cameras
and speed cameras in lowa have pulled the
bill from consideration after failing to mus-
ter the 51 votes needed to pass the measure
along to the Iowa Senate. If the measure had
become law, any local authority using the
cameras would have been required to stop
using them immediately and get the cam-
eras off the roadways by July 1.

The bill was introduced by Rep. Walt
Rogers, R-Cedar Falls, who criticized the
cameras as an infringement on personal lib-
erty and expressed concerns about drivers’
rights to due process with the automated
cameras. In a weekly newsletter to constitu-
ents, Rogers said he sponsored the legisla-
tion “because many of you have voiced
your concern of an increasing culture of
camera surveillance that you are uncom-
fortable with. This surveillance culture is
infringing our liberties and as I listen to you,
it is apparent that lowans do not like it.”

Rogers blames the lack of support for
the bill on partisan politics, but one of the
bill’s opponents, Rep. Andrew Wenthe,
D-West Union, says he objected to the ban
because “there’s no question that traffic
cameras have resulted in safer roads and
highways.” He sees the cameras as “a law
enforcement tool for already stretched-thin
law enforcement.” Wenthe argued that ar-
eas with the cameras “have become safer”
with fewer accidents and fewer fatalities.

Wenthe says the cameras have been
criticized as revenue-generators, but he
sees them as a public safety issue. He did
admit some fines stemming from the cam-
eras have been “border-line egregious in
some cases,” so he proposed an amend-
ment that would have rewritten the ban to
allow the cameras but standardize fines
across the state and prohibit them from ex-
ceeding the amount a law enforcement of-
ficer could write. Wenthe also called for
standard notification of the location of the
cameras to provide “a sense of fair play”
and for an end to the doubling-up that has
occurred when some drivers were cited by
both law enforcement officers and the
cameras. The amendment failed.

According to Wenthe, if the ban had
passed, there would have been no alterna-
tive means of traffic enforcement other
than having law enforcement continue to
patrol. He noted some cameras are being
used in high traffic areas, where it’s hard to

patrol safely.

If the measure had passed the Iowa
House, Wenthe predicted it would go no-
where fast in the Senate. However, he noted
that Iowa Governor Terry Branstad had
said he would sign the measure if it made it
to his desk.

Major recent studies concluded that red
light running cameras achieve a net benefit
in vehicle accidents at intersections. Re-
search conducted by the Texas Transporta-
tion Institute-Center for Transportation
Safety (TTI-CTS) last year indicates red
light cameras are effective in helping to re-
duce the number of crashes at intersections
where they have been installed. TTI-CTS
examined crash records from the 275 inter-
sections in Texas where cameras were in
place and found the total number of crashes
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at those intersections dropped by 633 dur-
ing the study period — an 11 percent de-
cline statewide. Red light-related crashes
were down by 25 percent. Right-angle
crashes, the most severe type of crash,
were down by 32 percent. Furthermore,
accident rates stayed down over time.

A study by the University of Missouri,
two years before the Texas research, con-
cluded the benefits of red light running
cameras outweigh the drawbacks and po-
tential for abuse. A 2009 study by the In-
surance Institute for Highway Safety
found that red light running cameras can
reduce fatalities at intersections.

For more information, visit:
http://coolice.legis.state.ia.us/Cool-ICE/

default.asp?Category=billinfo&Service=
Billbook&menu=false&hbill=h{2214

Photos from red light running cameras in Auburn, Maine. The photos show a violation
and a near miss. (Photo: Courtesy of Jason D. Moen, Deputy Chief of Police, Auburn
Police Department)
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Product and Industry News

Rebate Available for New Ford Focus Electric
California Air Resources Board Rebate Plus Federal Tax Credit Reduces Cost of Vehicle by $10,000

The California Air Resources Board
(CABE) recently approved the 2012 Ford
Focus Electric for eligibility in its Clean
Vehicle Rebate Program. The CVRP re-
bate value for the new gas-free Focus is
$2,500, which, when coupled with the fed-
eral tax credit of $7,500, essentially shaves
$10,000 off the $39,995 sticker price.
The Focus Electric boasts a combined
city and highway efficiency of 105 miles
per gallon equivalent, or MPGe, which
puts it slightly ahead of other electric vehi-
cles. The Nissan LEAF comes in at 99
MPGe and the Chevrolet Volt (in the hy-
brid plug-in category) at 94 MPGe. All
CVRB-eligible vehicles’ MPGe ratings
are calculated by converting kilo-
watt-hours of electricity into gallons of gas
(33.7 kilowatt hours per gallon of gas).
The EPA’s evaluation of the newest Fo-
cus puts its range at 76 miles on a single
charge, compared with 73 miles for the
Nissan Leaf. However, Wes Sherwood,
Ford’s manager of electrified vehicle com-
munications, maintains that a range of up
to 100 miles may be achieved on a single
charge, depending on driving habits. “The
Focus Electric also offers more motor
power, passenger room, and standard fea-
tures (the Rear View Camera System, cus-
tomized speed and audio settings for dif-
ferent drivers, rain-sensing windshield
wipers, and the Reverse Sensing System)
than the Nissan Leaf,” Sherwood added.
The recommended charging method for
the vehicle is a 240 V home-installed unit,
and a full charge takes three to four hours.
Vehicle owners can use a standard
110/120 V home outlet, but it more than
triples the charging time required—14-20
hours are needed for a full charge. Roughly
6 miles of range are gained for every hour
of charging at a 110/120V outlet, versus
15-20 miles of range for every hour of
charging at a 240V outlet.
California has several thousand 240V
charging stations around the state, accord-
ing to Cassandra Hockenson of the CARB,

which should provide sufficient recharging
options for drivers exceeding the 76 mile
range in a single trip.

Ford is working with Best Buy to supply
and install 240V home charging stations for
consumers, which run $1,499. Focus is also
pairing with SunPower Corp to make roof-
top solar panels available to Focus Electric
owners—the idea being that solar panels
would produce enough electricity to offset
the electricity used to charge the vehicle.

Some of the first California Focus Elec-
tric owners could qualify for a free in-home
charging station. The Ford Blue Oval
ChargePoint® Program will be available in
nine US markets, including Los Angeles,
Sacramento and the San Jose/San Francisco
Bay area. This program is made possible in
part by a $15 million grant funded through
the Transportation Electrification Initiative
(American Recovery and Reinvestment
Act) administered by the Department of
Energy.

In addition to the new Focus Electric, 19
other vehicles have made the Eligible Vehi-
cle List for the California rebate. To qualify
for California’s CVRP, consumers must
purchase or lease for 36 months a new bat-
tery electric, fuel-cell electric, or plug-in
hybrid electric vehicle. CVRP-eligible ve-
hicles must be: Air Resources Board certi-
fied; meet certain performance, emissions,
and service requirements; and meet war-
ranty provisions. Rebates range from $900
for zero-emissions motorcycles to $1,500
for plug-in hybrid vehicles and $2,500 for
zero-emissions vehicles like the Ford Focus
Electric and Nissan Leaf. (For a complete
list of eligible vehicles,
http://energycenter.org/index.php/incentiv
e-programs/clean-vehicle-rebate-project/c

visit

vrp-eligible-vehicles).

The California Air Resources Board ob-
jectives through the CVRP are long-term.
California has not set near-term emissions
reductions goals for the CARB’s rebate pro-
gram. The intent is rather to make clean
technology more widely available to con-

Charging equipment for the Focus
Electric. (Photo.: Courtesy of Ford
Motor Company)

sumers, government fleets, and
businesses.

“CVRP helps to set the stage for criti-
cal criteria pollutant and greenhouse gas
reductions in the future by accelerating
large-scale penetration of advanced tech-
nologies,” said Cassandra Hockenson of
the CARB.

Longer-term benefits are tied to reduc-
ing production costs through economies
of scale, promoting the transfer of clean
technology to off-road vehicles as well,
encouraging consumer acceptance and
making clean technology more
mainstream.

In addition to the rebate program, Cal-
ifornia Focus Electric drivers will enjoy
the added incentive of being able to use
HOV lanes. Over 18,000 HOV stickers
have been issued to CVRP vehicle own-
ers under currently valid programs.

For more information about Califor-
nia’s CVRP visit:
http://energycenter.org/index.php/incent
ive-programs/clean-vehicle-rebate-pro-

ject

Please turn to Page 7
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Product and Industry News (continued)

PTV America, Inc. Announces 13th Annual PTV Vision® Users Group

Meeting

PTV America, a leading provider of trans-
portation software in North America, an-
nounces the 13th Annual North American
Users Group Meeting is scheduled July
17-19, 2012 at the The Depot Renaissance
Hotel in Minneapolis, Minnesota. New
this year is a third day of technical sessions
with PTV staff and industry experts cover-
ing popular topics on VISSIM, VISUM
and VISWALK products. The annual con-

ference brings together transportation re-
searchers, educators, engineers, and plan-
ners to share the latest innovations in re-
search and application of PTV Vision®
software. Abstracts for presentation are
now being accepted, and selected authors
will have the opportunity to showcase their
original work and research during UGM.
More information is available at
WWwWw.ptvamerica.com.

As a wholly owned subsidiary of PTV
AG with headquarters in Portland, Ore-
gon, PTV America focuses on product
development, support, marketing and
sales for the worldwide leading transpor-
tation modeling suite, PTV Vision, and
provides expertise in transportation plan-
ning, traffic operations, and traffic engi-
neering to customers throughout North
America.

Continued from Page 1

Bay Area 511 Traveler Information System Launches Transit App

Transit, County Connection, Vallejo Tran-
sit, LAVTA, Sonoma County Transit and
VINE (Napa County).

Noble says the whole process to de-
velop the app took just four to five months,
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An example of walking and transit
instructions from the 511 smartphone
app. (Photo: Courtesy of MTC)

including testing, at a cost of approximately
$15,000. “We were fortunate because MDV
has launched apps successfully overseas, so
we could build off the core app,” Nobles
notes. However, the MTC did have to make
“a fair amount of modifications” to custom-
ize the system to the way transit works “in
our region.” It didn’t require reprogram-
ming, but it did require “a lot of testing for
specifics in the area.”

The Bay Area’s web-based 511 transit
trip planner was launched in 2008, so there
was a basis on which to build the app. Ac-
cording to Noble, “We had a system in place
online, but what we know is that more and
more customers are moving to smartphones.
So, in order to help them have critical infor-
mation on the go, it was a no brainer, we’ve
got to deliver information on a platform
useable to them.”

Noble’s advice for other agencies that
might be considering developing a
smartphone app is to “focus on customer
service, as well as app speed.” He warns,
“don’t underestimate the challenges of data
collection” and emphasizes the need for
some kind of built-in feedback mechanism.
Staff and contractor time was used to “iron
out the kinks” so it could be rolled out as
“clean and functional” as possible, but No-
ble says the app’s feedback system is “a
great way to improve the product.”

The smartphone app was launched on
February 22, and Noble says initial public
comments were “pretty positive.” At pres-
ent, the app can only be downloaded

through the Android market. A version
for the iPhone 4 is expected soon.

Other mobile phone users can access
many of 511°s most popular features
through the mobile 511 site, m.511.org.
Information can also be accessed by
calling 511 on any Bay area phone or by
receiving real-time transit Departure
Times texts (SMS). If you don’t have a
phone, you can get transit information
through the website
w_HIt318884234 HIt318884235wBM
1 BM 2 w.51l.org.

The app can be personalized, allowing
travelers to save recently viewed loca-
tions and trips. Users can filter for bus,
rail and/or ferry trips and for maximum
walking time and speed. Itineraries are
door-to-door. Fare information includes
the fare for a standard full trip, with trans-
fers. The app also provides transit agency
announcements that may have an impact
on the itinerary.

Tom Spiekerman, 511 Transit project
manager, says, “Currently, 511 custom-
ers plan more than one million transit
trips per month using the popular website
versions of the 511 Trip Planner.” He
adds, “The new app brings core features
of this tool to customers on the go.”

For more information, visit:
http://511.org/apps-511-mobile.asp or
contact Craig Noble at (510) 817-5867 or
John Goodwin at (510) 817-5862 or Kit
Powis at (510) 273-3650.



http://www.511.org
http://www.511.org
http://511.org/apps-511-mobile.asp
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San Francisco Approves Accommodation of Bicycle

Parking In Commercial Buildings
Part of Various Measures to Reach a Target of a 20% Bicycle Mode By 2020

San Francisco has joined a growing num-
ber of cities that require the accommoda-
tion of bicycle parking in buildings. Its
Board of Supervisors passed the Employee
Bicycle Access Bill this month, providing
a security measure for bicycle commuters

in the city. Once the ordinance is signed
into law by San Francisco mayor, Ed Lee,
owners of existing commercial buildings
will need “to either provide secure bicycle
parking in their buildings or allow their
tenants to bring their bicycles into the

CBO Projects Latest Highway Trust Fund

Shortfall Situation

Congress Trying To Tackle Projected Funding Gap

As concerns mount over the state of the na-
tion’s infrastructure, the Congressional
Budget Office (CBO) has a dose of bad
news. In a forecast prepared last December
and released earlier this year, the CBO esti-
mates the Highway Trust Fund runs the
risk of running out of money during the
next two years. Congress is tackling the
problem in legislation working its way
through Capitol Hill, but the outcome re-
mains uncertain.

The Highway Trust Fund is made up of
two accounts. The highway account funds
construction of highways and highway
safety programs. The transit account funds
mass transit programs. In making its bud-
get estimates for the two accounts, the
CBO assumed spending from the fund
would continue to be controlled by limita-
tions on obligations set in appropriation
acts. It also assumed future limitations on
obligations would be equal to the 2012
amounts, with annual adjustments for
inflation.

With those factors in place, the CBO es-
timates the highway account will be “un-
able to meet obligations in a timely man-
ner” sometime in 2013. The transit account
is expected to reach that point in 2014.

This isn’t the first time the fund has run
into trouble in recent years. The CBO notes
that from 2008 to 2010, the Highway Trust
Fund received transfers from the Trea-
sury’s general fund of nearly $35 billion to
keep the fund afloat.

The Highway Trust Fund’s primary

source of funding is an18.4 cents per gal-
lon federal gasoline tax and a 24.4 cents
per gallon tax on diesel fuel. That rate has
been in effect since the Clinton administra-
tion.

Though the tax rate has remained the
same, other factors have changed. A devel-
opment that’s been good for the environ-
ment has been bad for the fund. Revenues
have been on a decline in recent years as
vehicles have become more fuel efficient
and Americans have learned to better con-
serve fuel by driving less and making more
efficient use of their cars. At the same time,
highway construction costs have been on
the rise. Proposals to increase the tax or
adopt a tolling system to charge drivers for
miles traveled have met with opposition.

The recently-passed Senate Transpor-
tation bill attempts to close the Highway
Trust Fund’s pending shortfall by calling
for spending cuts elsewhere in the budget
and transferring money from other funds.
As the CBO weighs the impact any future
legislation will have on the Highway Trust
Fund, critics are finding fault with the
stopgap measures being considered and
calls continue for an increase in the
gasoline tax.

For more information, visit:
http://www.cbo.gov/sites/default/files/cb
ofiles/attachments/01-31-2012_Outlook.
pdf or contact Deborah Kilroe at the
CBO at (202) 226-2602 or
Deborah.kilroe@cbo.gov.

building” according to the amend-
ment—Section 402—to the San Francisco
Environment Code.

“This bill is a simple, cost-effective way
to help San Francisco businesses meet the
growing need for secure bicycle parking
that employees crave...,” said Supervisor
John Avalos who sponsored the measure
developed with the San Francisco Bike
Coalition and the Building Owners and
Managers Association (BOMA).

According to 2010 American Commu-
nity Survey data, San Francisco has seen a
75 percent increase in bicycle trips around
the city since 2002. Survey respondents
were asked to identify their “usual com-
mute mode during the last week.” Their re-
sponses showed that bike trips accounted
for 3.5 percent of the mode share in 2010 as
opposed to 2.1 percent in 2002.

The 2011 Bike Counts Report, released
last December by the San Francisco Mu-
nicipal Transportation Agency, corrobo-
rates trends in ACS survey findings. The
SFMTA amassed data from manual counts
of bike trips, automated counts using loop
detectors, and manual counts conducted by
the Metropolitan Transportation Commis-
sion. Numbers from all three counts reveal
ridership is up by 71 percent since 2006
and up 7 to 8.5 percent since 2010. Manual
count data and automated count data come
from the peak commute time of 4:30 to
6:30 pm. MTC data was from a similar
peak period—4 to 6 pm.

Although growth in bike ridership in
the city is significant, many city leaders see
itas just the beginning of what they want to
be an accelerating trend. Mayor Lee has set
the lofty goal of increasing bike trips to 20
percent of all vehicle trips in San Francisco
by 2020. According to the 2011 Bike
Counts Report, the San Francisco Board of
Supervisors is seeking world-class models
in bike mode share. Dutch bike experts
(bikes represent 38 percent of vehicle trips
in the Netherlands) were invited to the re-
cent “Think Bike” meeting in San
Francisco.

Please turn to Page 9
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Continued from Page 1

Superstreet Design Working Well to Reduce Congestion in San

Antonio

from New Guilbeau or Shaenfield roads.
Instead, drivers now make right turns and
protected U-turns to access the loop farther
down the road. Motorists traveling along
Loop 1604 can still make left turns onto
both side streets.

A 2010 impact study conducted by the
Alamo Regional Mobility Authority pre-
dicted the superstreet system would bene-
fit motorists through decreased delays,
fewer traffic stops and an increase in aver-
age speed traveled. In the area from Braun
Road to Shaenfield, the Alamo RMA an-
ticipated a 36 percent increase in average
speeds during the morning rush hour and a
65 percent increase during peak evening
travel times. Total delays were projected to
drop by roughly 70 percent or more and the
number of vehicle stops was projected to
decline by about 60 percent.

The first improved intersection, at New
Guilbeau Road, was opened for use last

August. The new Shaenfield Road intersec-
tion was opened in September, and an exit
ramp for Highway 151 was finished for use
in October.

Josh Donat, a spokesman for TxDOT’s
San Antonio District, admits that at first,
“the public was skeptical” and didn’t ex-
pect to see much improvement in the com-
mon 20-minute waits along the five-mile
stretch between Culebra Road and Bandera
Road. However, once the superstreet was
open, Donat says, “I received overwhelm-
ing responses via e-mail and Twitter — and
even a few phone calls — lauding the suc-
cess of the super street. Some even noted
their commute times were cut in half
because of it.”

Before the changes, Donat says it wasn’t
unusual for traffic to slow to a steady 35 or
40 miles per hour, even during off-peak
times. Now traffic moves along closer to
the posted speed of 60 miles per hour, and

Continue from Page 8

San Francisco Approves Accommodation of
Bicycle Parking in Buildings

The Employee Bicycle Access Bill moves
San Francisco closer to the 20 percent by
2020 goal set forth by Mayor Lee. Other
strategies to increase ridership include the
installation of 20 miles of additional bike
lanes in the last two years, according to
Leah Shahum of the SFBC. But more lanes
are needed and at a faster pace if the city is
to reach Mayor Lee’s goal. Safety is the
main concern of bicyclists, and not having
dedicated, physically separated bike
lanes—or bike tracks—is a deterrent to
bike commuters. Motorists may also slow
the pace of growing the bike lane network
because of concerns about bike lanes eat-
ing up street parking. However, compro-
mise and collaboration is happening, as
evidenced by formerly resistant building
owners now coming on board and making
indoor bike parking or secure bike parking
available. Ten years ago, BOMA had

fought similar legislation.

The 2011 Bike Counts Report details 13
projects to increase ridership and improve
safety for riders through 2014. Such pro-

jects include bicycle lane implementations,

traffic signal improvements, and bike park-
ing expansion. Presently, San Francisco
has about three miles of separated bike lane,
on top of 57 miles of standard bike lanes
and 31 miles of bike paths. In addition,
there are another 124 miles of designated
bike routes, half of which are marked with
shared roadway bike stencils. Another few
miles of separated bikeway are presently
being implemented, and more are planned.
For more information on bicycle use in
San Francisco and bike count reports from
2007—2011, visit:
http://www.sfmta.com/cms/rbikes/3172.ht
ml. Some information for this article was

found at www.sfbike.org.

Donat says he’s unaware of any major
crashes along the roadway since the im-
plementation of the super street.

According to Donat, the improvements
are “even better than we had anticipated.”
He says, “The overall consensus is the
superstreet is successful, but there is an
understanding there is more to come a few
years down the road.”

Loop 1604 was targeted for improve-
ments because left turns coming off the
side streets were causing too much traffic
stoppage in all directions. Though motor-
ists traveling along Loop 1604 can still
turn left onto the side streets, Donat says
the number of signal changes needed for a
complete cycle have been cut by half
“translating to more green time for com-
muters in all directions.”

According to TXDOT, pedestrians are
not part of the equation. TxDOT does not
allow or encourage pedestrians to cross
the street at any point along Loop 1604,
except at the sidewalks at two overpasses.
Pedestrians are permitted to cross the two
side streets.

This is the city’s second superstreet
system. The first one opened on U.S. 282
north of Loop 1604 in late 2010. Studies
indicate the majority of travel times in that
areca have improved at the anticipated
levels.

Funding for superstreet projects came
from federal stimulus funds in the Ameri-
can Recovery and Reinvestment Act. The
Loop 1604 project cost approximately
$6.3 million to build, and the 2.8-mile
stretch of highway serves more than
70,000 vehicles per day. The project was
completed by Hunter Industries, Ltd., of
San Marcos.

For more information, visit:
http://www.alamorma.org/default/assets/
File/PDF/1604%20Super%?20Street/Prop
0sed%20L00p%201604%20Su_HIt3195
78052 _HIt319578053pBM_1 BM 2 er
%20Street%20Handout.pdf or contact
Josh Donat at (210) 615-5932 or
josh.donat@txdot.gov.



http://www.alamorma.org/default/assets/File/PDF/1604%20Super%20Street/Proposed%20Loop%201604%20Super%20Street%20Handout.pdf
http://www.alamorma.org/default/assets/File/PDF/1604%20Super%20Street/Proposed%20Loop%201604%20Super%20Street%20Handout.pdf
http://www.alamorma.org/default/assets/File/PDF/1604%20Super%20Street/Proposed%20Loop%201604%20Super%20Street%20Handout.pdf
http://www.alamorma.org/default/assets/File/PDF/1604%20Super%20Street/Proposed%20Loop%201604%20Super%20Street%20Handout.pdf
http://www.alamorma.org/default/assets/File/PDF/1604%20Super%20Street/Proposed%20Loop%201604%20Super%20Street%20Handout.pdf
http://www.sfmta.com/cms/rbikes/3172.html
http://www.sfmta.com/cms/rbikes/3172.html
http://www.sfbike.org
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Transportation Tort Liability: Case in Review

California Court Of Appeals Reaffirms Rulings Re Bikeways, Bike
Paths, Trails and Elements of Design

The California Court of Appeals recently
affirmed a Superior Court ruling granting
the City of Los Angeles summary judg-
ment after a bicyclist brought action for in-
juries sustained after colliding with a chain
link fence after exiting a class [ bikeway lo-
cated along the Los Angeles River.

Cyclist/appellant was injured when he
exited the bikeway, designed by the City,
which runs along the south side of the Los
Angeles River between Riverside Drive
and Los Feliz Boulevard.

Despite a warning message, “WALK
BIKE,” painted on the pavement, he cy-
cled through the exit and collided with a
chain link fence, causing injuries and loss
of consciousness.

He alleged his injuries were the result of
a dangerous condition created by the City,
about which the City knew or should have
known, and that the City was negligent in
failing to protect him against the injuries.

Cyclist argued the bicycle path was a
“Class I bikeway” under Chapter 1000 of
the California Highway Design Manual,
and the Streets and Highways Code section
890.4.

The City sought summary judgment
claiming it was immunized from liability
under Government Code section 831.4,
which pertains to “...any unpaved road
that provides access to ... riding, including
animal and all types of vehicular riding”
and of “any trail used for” those purposes.

The Superior Court granted absolute
immunity to the City and Cyclistappealed.

The Court of Appeals upheld the ruling
by the Superior Court. It also reaffirmed a
prior ruling that a class I bikeway, as de-
fined in Streets and Highways Code sec-
tion 890.4, is a trail within the definition of
section 831.4, subdivision (b).

However, it noted that litigants con-
tinue to challenge the applicability of abso-
lute immunity to class I bikeways. The
Court suggested it may be appropriate for
the Legislature to reexamine the trail im-
munity statute and its application to class I
bikeways in urban areas because of the leg-
islative blending of paved bike paths (used
primarily for recreation) into the bicycle
transportation system (established to

achieve functional

commuting needs).

Specifically, the Court of
Appeals held that:

e The City was absolutely
immune under immunity
statute for recreational
trails.

e A bikeway was “trail”
within the meaning of the
immunity statute.

e The design of a trail was a
condition of the trail within
the meaning of the statute.

e A gateway to a bikeway
was part of trail.

e A bikeway was not “ease-
ment of way,” for which
city’s immunity would be
qualified.

In its ruling, the Court re-

jected an argument that sec-

tions 815.6 and 835 of the
government code somehow

“take precedence” over section 831.4 and

its subsections.

It noted that section 815, subdivision
(b), providing for liability of a public en-
tity, based on either a dangerous condition
of property or failure to discharge a manda-
tory duty, is nevertheless subject to any im-
munity of the public entity provided by
statute.

Regarding the definition of a “trail,” the
Court of Appeals enumerated a series of
cases, starting from 1993, that interpreted
Section 831.4 as applying to bike paths,
both paved and unpaved, trails providing
access to recreational activities, and trails
on which the activities take place.

It reaffirmed these prior rulings that:

 The nature of the trail’s surface is ir-
relevant to questions of immunity.

« The state was absolutely immune
from liability for injuries caused by a
physical defect of a trail.

+ The terms “trail” and “path” are syn-
onymous, and under the express
terms of subdivision (b), any trail is
included in the exemption.

It specifically noted that while a bicycle

Google ear.th

The Los Angeles River bikeway overpass at Los Feliz

Boulevard. (Image, Google, Inc.)

path may be part of the streets and high-
way system in general, a class | bikeway
does not qualify as a street or highway. It
reasoned that streets and highways are in-
tended for vehicular travel and abicycle is
not considered a vehicle. Since a class |
bikeway, by definition, is not open to ve-
hicular traffic, it does not qualify as a
street or highway.

The Court did point out that the burden
and expense of putting government prop-
erty in a safe condition for recreational
use, and the expense of defending claims
for injuries, could cause many public enti-
ties to close such areas to public use.

It said it was not unreasonable to argue
that, when a governmental entity under-
took to improve or create a paved trail in
an urban area, it should have the duty to
reasonably maintain its condition or face
tort liability. From this it foresaw a pleth-
ora of litigation cities or counties might
face over bicycle paths and that the poten-
tial costs of such litigation could cause cit-
ies or counties to reconsider allowing the
operation of bicycle paths, in particular,
since they produce no revenue.
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This Month’s Survey Results (Survey 1)

Leasing of Highways

Earlier this month, The Urban Transportation Monitor conducted a survey on the Leasing of Highways. Organizations for five high-

way lease projects were contacted and questionnaires were sent via email. Three organizations replied. The results of the survey are
published here.

Leasing of Highways

NAME OF LEASED HIGHWAY CONTACT PERSON CONTACT INFORMATION
(tel., email)

Highway 407 ETR, Ontario, Canada |Bob Nichols (416) 327-3753
bob.nichols@ontario.ca

Indiana East-West Toll Road Clark Snyder (317) 233-4675

1-80/90, IN csnyder@indot.in.gov

Northwest Parkway, Broomfield, CO |Pedro Costa (303) 533-1200

pcosta@nwpky.com
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Leasing of Highways

Name of leased highway (name of
highway and/or route number)

Highway 407 ETR
Ontario, CA

Indiana East-West Toll Road
1-80/90
Indiana, U.S.

Northwest Parkway
Broomfield, CO, U.S.

2. Location of leased highway (between
which interchanges and/or other location
specific name)

Interchange of Highways 407,
403 and the Queen Elizabeth
Way in the City of Burlington, and
Highway 7 east of Brock Road in
the Town of Pickering

Illinois Stateline MP 0 to Ohio
Stateline MP 157

|1-25/E-470 to 96th St. in
Broomfield, CO

3. Urban area or city (if applicable) and state |Greater Toronto Area Granger, Indiana Semi-urban.
where leased highway is located

4. Length of leased highway 108 km 157 miles 8.3 miles

5. Was tolling present before the highway yes yes yes

was leased?

6. What is the name of the public agency
managing the tolling before the lease of the
highway?

Ontario Transportation Capital
Corporation (OTCC)

Indiana Finance
Authority/Indiana Dept. of
Transportation Toll Road District

Northwest Parkway Public
Highway Authority

7. What was the maximum toll and/or toll rate
per mile for two-axle vehicles just before the
concession was awarded?

$0.10* per km

$4.65 to travel the full 157 length
of the toll road. It rose to $8.00
for cash in 2008 when electronic
tolling took effect. Electronic
two-axle toll remains frozen at
$4.65 until June 2016.

Maximum toll $2.00/trip

8. What was the annual toll income for the $113* million $92 Million fiscal year 2006 $6.5 million
year prior to the lease of the highway? ending 6/30/2006. Source

Indiana Toll Road Annual Report

audited by Crowe Chizek and

Company LLC 12/6/2006
9. When (year) was the concession 1999 2006 2007
awarded?
10. What is the concession term (years)? 99 75 99
11. How many groups prepared proposals to |3 4 Do not know

bid on this concession?

12. What is the name of the lead equity
company or companies of the group that
received the concession?

407 International (Cintra
Concesiones de Infrastructures
de Transporte S.A., SNC-Lavalin
& Capital D'Amerique CDPQ)

ITR Concession Company LLC,
a Delaware limited liability
company indirectly owned 50%
by Cintra Concesiones de
Infrastructuras de Transporte, SA
(Cintra)and 50% by Macquarie
Atlas Roads (Macquarie)

Brisa Auto-Estradas de Portugal
S.A.

13. What was the concession fee (the bid $3.1* billion $3.8 billion $500 million
amount for the concession)?
14. Where are the headquarters of the lead |Spain (majority shareholder) & Spain and Australia Portugal
equity companies of the concessionaire Canada
located (country)?
15. What major changes have taken place in |No changes to main agreement. |Five technical amendments to None
the structure of the lease agreement since it |Supplemental agreements were |the lease deemed not to be
was awarded? developed as a result of court material to the structure of the
challenges. lease agreement
16. Who conducted the revenue analysis for |Privatization Secretariat hired Crowe Chizak and Company Vollmer

the public agency?

Royal Bank of Canada (RBC)
Capital Markets as advisor.

LLC, independent accountants

17. Who conducted the revenue analysis for
the concessionaire?

Royal Bank of Canada (RBC)
Dominion Securities

Independent professional
advisors and management for
the equity partners
Cintra/Macquarie

Cambridge Systematics

18. How does the projected toll revenue
compare with the actual toll revenue thus
far?

The 1996 annual revenue
forecast for 2010 was $143*
million.

Believed to be under pro forma
projections due to recent
economic recession in US.

N/A

* Canadian $'s
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Leasing of Highways (continued)

Name of leased highway (name
of highway and/or route number)

Highway 407 ETR
Ontario, Canada

Indiana East-West Toll Road 1-80/90
Indiana, U.S.

Northwest Parkway
Broomfield, CO, U.S.

toll and/or toll rate per mile for
two-axle vehicles?

19. How does the annual toll Unknown forecasts by No comment. Please contact N/A
revenue compare with the annual | concessionaire. In 2010 (2011 representatives for Cintra/ Macquarie.
expenses for the concessionaire? |financial results have not been
posted yet), annual toll revenue
was $624.3* million, while
operating expenses were $124.2*
million.
20. What is the present maximum |$0.2520* per km $9.00 cash/ $4.65 ETC $3.20/trip

21. Which vehicles are exempt
from paying a toll?

Military and emergency responders

Emergency vehicles and state vehicles
on official business

RTD Buses and Emergency
services vehicles providing
emergency

services on the Parkway

22. How have the lease proceeds
been used and how much is left
from the lease proceeds?

100% of proceeds were applied to
provincial deficit when the highway
was leased.

Lease proceeds have been invested in
long term public assets for Indiana,
including repayment of $200M in
outstanding ITR debt, distribution of
$240M to the seven Indiana counties in
which the ITR is located, distribution of
$150M among all 92 Indiana counties
for local road improvements,
distribution of $120M over 10 years to
Northwest Indiana Regional
Development Authority for economic
development, over $2B invested in
approximately 200 road and bridge
projects across Indiana by the Indiana
Department of Transportation in the
Major Moves Construction Fund and
$500M in the Next Generation Trust
Fund to provide long-term funding for
maintenance of new capacity being
added to Indiana’s road and bridge
inventory after 2016.

To pay operations and
maintenance costs and service
debt. $0

23. How are tolls collected?

Transponders only (vehicles
without a transponder are subject
to automatic license plate
recognition and a bill sent by mail)

Combination of cash, credit card and
electronic transponders

Transponders only (vehicles
without a transponder are subject
to automatic license plate
recognition and a bill sent by mail)

24. What other charges (other than
tolls) do holders of transponders
incur?

Interest, transponder lease fees
(monthly or annually), highway
entry fee & admin fees
(transponder replacement fee, toll
dispute fee, enforcement fee,
collection fee, returned payment
fee)

There is a nominal monthly
administration fee charged to handle
customer accounts. Toll violators are
subject to statutory fines.

None

those considering the lease of an
existing toll highway?

are retained by the public agency
for accountability and transparency
reasons.

surround yourself with an experienced
team of independent financial, legal,
political and operational advisors and
consultants to assure the success of
the project.

25. What have you learned from Public wants government to have |State oversight responsibilities to N/A
the leasing of your highway? control of toll rates. Public wants  |assure compliance by the private
government to have greater operator with the terms of the lease
influence in resolving customer and performance monitoring of the
service issues. private operator’s toll road operations
and maintenance activities are
important to protect the transportation
infrastructure and assets of Indiana
taxpayers.
26. What advice can you provide to| Ensure rigorous audit capabilities |Perform intense due diligence and N/A

* Canadian $'s
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This Month’s Survey Results (Survey 2)

Professional Topics

Earlier this month The Urban Transportation Monitor sent survey questionnaires to transportation professionals to obtain their opin-
ions on various topics associated with the transportation profession. Emails with links to the questionnaire were sent to 1,200 profes-
sionals. A total of 93 replies were received, which represents a return rate of 8%. The results of the survey are published here.

What is the likelihood for your organization to increase the number of professional transportation employees over the next

year?
Percentage of Respondents Percentage of Respondents
Respondents Working in | Respondents Working in |Respondents working for| Respondents Working
Transportation Planning Traffic Engineering Public Organization for Private Organization
and Transit
Highly unlikely 21% 44% 42% 9%
Unlikely 26% 27% 32% 14%
Neutral/not sure 16% 16% 11% 18%
Likely 32% 5% 15% 36%
Highly likely 5% 8% 0% 23%
Total 100% 100% 100% 100%

What is the likelihood for your organization to decrease the number of professional transportation employees over the

year?
Percentage of Respondents Percentage of Respondents
Respondents Working in | Respondents Working in| Respondents working Respondents Working
Transportation Planning Traffic Engineering for Public Organization | for Private Organization
and Transit
Highly unlikely 16% 18% 17% 17%
Unlikely 54% 50% 52% 58%
Neutral/not sure 28% 24% 24% 25%
Likely 2% 8% 7% 0%
Highly likely 0% 0% 0% 0%
Total 100% 100% 100% 100%

How has compensation for professional transportation staff at your organization changed over the past year?

Percentage of Respondents Percentage of Respondents
Respondents Working in | Respondents Working in | Respondents working for| Respondents Working
Transportation Planning Traffic Engineering Public Organization for Private Organization
and Transit
Decreased 9% 21% 11% 25%
Remained the same 40% 32% 43% 29%
Increased 46% 44% 42% 42%
Do not know 5% 3% 4% 4%
Total 100% 100% 100% 100%
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Professional Topics (continued)

If you indicated compensation for professional staff at your organization has either decreased or increased over the past
year, please indicate approximately how much.

Percentage of Respondents Percentage of Respondents
Respondents Working | Respondents Working | Respondents working | Respondents Working
in Transportation in Traffic Engineering |for Public Organization for Private

Planning and Transit Organization
Decreased by more than 5% 4% 15% 3% 24%
Decreased by 3% to 5% 0% 8% 3% 6%
Decreased by 1% to 2% 12% 8% 13% 6%
Increased by 1% to 2% 40% 35% 40% 24%
Increased by 2% to 5% 44% 31% 40% 35%
Increased by more than 5% 0% 4% 0% 6%
Total 100% 100% 100% 100%

Please select which of the following types of transportation professionals are more likely to be promoted/receive a higher
level of compensation in your organization: an employee with excellent managerial skills but with limited technical skills in
transportation, or an employee with excellent technical skills in transportation but with limited managerial skills.

Percentage of Respondents

Percentage of Respondents

Respondents Working | Respondents Working | Respondents working | Respondents Working
in Transportation in Traffic Engineering |for Public Organization for Private
Planning and Transit Organization
An employee with excellent 47% 62% 63% 48%
managerial skills but with limited
technical skills in transportation
An employee with excellent 53% 38% 37% 52%
technical skills in transportation
but with limited managerial skills
Total 100% 100% 100% 100%

Do you believe transportation organizations should allow parallel tracks for rewarding (in terms of compensation/promo-
tion) both those with a high level of managerial skills and those with a high level of technical skills?

Percentage of Respondents

Percentage of Respondents

Respondents Working | Respondents Working | Respondents working | Respondents Working
in Transportation in Traffic Engineering |for Public Organization for Private
Planning and Transit Organization
Yes 77% 95% 83% 88%
No 23% 5% 17% 13%
Total 100% 100% 100% 100%
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Professional Topics (continued)

Please provide a reason for your answer to the previous question: "Do you believe transportation organizations should al-
low parallel tracks for rewarding (in terms of compensation/promotion) both those with a high level of managerial skills and
those with a high level of technical skills?"

Reasons provided by those who answered "yes."

General observation:
Many respondents indicated that both types are valuable and needed and should be rewarded. Many also responded that few people are ca-
pable at both skills so having two tracks works best with most people's strengths.

Specific responses:

You need all kinds in this economy.

It seems logical, but there are probably instances where parallel tracks are operationally inefficient for an organization.

People with good technical skills are not necessarily good managers, and to retain these people, they should be compensated appro-
priately.

The best work is achieved from the best manager with the highest degree of technical skills.

There is a requirement for both, however, the later should govern. Managerial and other "soft" skills are important from a municipal per-
spective in dealing with the public and elected officials, not just with respect to managing the work force.They are different skill sets and
those who excel in the technical arena and rely on and respect objective data and analysis are at a disadvantage when it comes to navi-
gating the managerial world of politics and decisions based more on emotion and popular sentiment.

| feel it is easier to acquire technical skills with years of experience, whereas managerial skills are a more intangible trait that is much
more difficult to master through years of experience alone.

Excellent managers are as important as excellent technical performers. Not all technical performers are good managers.

Small staff organizations make it hard to achieve rewarding both.

Good technical skills can provide the organization with better decisions/value on where money is spent and may provide better risk
management decisions.

I strongly believe that applicants must be certified as a Professional Engineer or an Applied Science Technologist with a recognized as-
sociation.

Both areas of our business are needed. First, we are hired to perform certain projects/tasks. Second we have to maintain client contact,
oversee project efforts and try to complete a project on-time within budget.

As a Professional Engineer, a transportation manager should have a high level of technical skill.

Having employees with high level of technical skills is imperative in order to be able to manage a team efficiently.

We need both -- those that can do the details of the project and those that have a broader vision and managed projects, programs and
people.

If an agency is large enough to sustain it (and that's a big if for most agencies), technical expertise can save a lot of money with respect
to applying the appropriate tools to solve a problem, and avoid or reduce tort liability, and those people should be rewarded commensu-
rately.

Mentoring and learning from each other is one of the best ways to increase our skills in deficient areas, be it technical or managerial
knowledge.

Both types of skills are valuable, and could resultin anincrease in the efficiency and improvement in the quality of the organization.

We generally start with folks who have good technical skills, and the initial promotion path typically continues in a technical vein. But at
some pointin a career path, the managerial aspects become more important; an employee ceases a primarily technical career, and be-
comes more of a manager.

Some people just aren't cut out to manage others but still can make major contributions and need a way to move up over time.
Promotion ought to be based on performance results.

The requirements of the position should dictate compensation. If management is not in the job description, lack of management skills
should not affect compensation.

Both are needed. Being a technical expert can only get you so far, but it does not mean you are an entry level person either. You need
managerial skills to reach the higher levels of an organization, but managers without an understanding of the technical side have draw-
backs.

Technical skills are the backbone of our profession. If the management is the only rewarding track, we will lose our brightest profession-
als to non-technical positions.

Those with technical skills tend to be more practical, productive and have the interests of the public and the organization in mind. Those
with managerial skills tend to be more interested in self promotion and personal advancement. However, a balance of both is neces-
sary.

Both types of positions call for different skill sets, which may or may not be combined in a single person. When they are not, then the or-
ganization is best served when each functions in their area of strength - provided they are willing to respect those knowledge bases.
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Professional Topics (continued)

Reasons provided by those who answered "no."

To be a manager, you need to have the managerial skill set required.

| do not agree with the assumption implicit in the question that there are many professionals with limited managerial skills but excellent
technical skills in transportation and vice-versa.

Our organization is not currently large enough to pursue a mainstream "rewards" track. Most jobs should be rewarded based on a per-
formance level.

Each employee should be evaluated on his/her own merits.

It needs to be on a case by case basis. Managerial or Technical skills. You need both.

If they can't do the technical job, they aren't of much use!

We must complete innovative professional work to send an invoice.

As a small organization, it is imperative that the managers also have the technical expertise to deal with Council and the public.
An employee with both a high level of managerial and technical skill is most likely to be promoted.

As a municipal agency, the evaluation of technical skills is both subjective and is likely to be evaluated by someone who does not pos-
sess technical skills themselves.

In most cases, both skills can contribute to success.

What is your opinion about the following statement: "traffic congestion is good since it encourages more commuters to
use public transportation.”

Percentage of Respondents
Respondents Working in Transportation Respondents Working in Traffic Engineering
Planning and Transit
Agree 16% 3%
Neutral 40% 26%
Disagree 44% 71%
Total 100% 100%

Reasons provided by those who agreed with the statement.

The statement can be supported in general, but it is subject to conditions, e.g. good transit services have to be available, there are
other TDM measures to support alternative modes, etc. However, without traffic congestion, public transportation will never be able to
compete with private automobiles.

In urban areas, it is not possible to build your way out of traffic congestion and trying to do so is an extreme waste of limited public re-
sources. Traffic congestion is better managed through demand management strategies and investment in transit and non-motorized
facilities.

More traffic means people feel compelled to take transit due to time savings.

Making it difficult for drivers to reach their destination on time most likely will drive them to think about other ways to reach their destina-
tion in a more convenient way, which could be transit, if transit is an efficient system.

Supported by research and a means of managing scarce resources.

| believe congestion makes us keenly aware that we can't build ourselves out of the delay and we have to pursue alternative modes and
be more mindful of land use and transportation.

This is true as long as there are choices and public transportation does not cost more to the individual user than individual motor vehi-
cle.

Assuming mode choice is rooted in convenience (time, cost, comfort..), then alternate modes must become more convenient than
travel in a personal vehicle. Congestion is just one of those factors that influence the level of convenience.

Reasons provided by those who indicated they are neutral about the statement.

There are other factors encouraging commuters to use public transportation such as high parking charges.

| agree as long as sufficient public transportation is available. However, when there aren't many/any other options, congestion leads to
frustration which leads to aggressive driving. Also, congestion can be a sign of a thriving community, so all congestion is not bad.

Congestion might encourage transit use, but our buses generally operate in the regular traffic lanes as well--negative impact on travel
times.

Traffic congestion is bad for all commuters -- those in vehicles and those using public transportation. Both are slow.
While it CAN be a good thing if public transportation is available, if it is not, then congestion is NOT good.

Congestion is a symptom of a larger problem. By saying that it is "good", you may encourage actual policies that promote it, which is ut-
ter nonsense. | understand that people find alternatives when congestion is a reality, but that doesn't mean you have to create it to gen-
erate ridership.
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Professional Topics (continued)

Transit should be planned, designed, implemented, and operated at a level of efficiency and convenience that allows commuters a rea-
sonably comparative choice among modes.

Itis only effective if there is readily available and efficient transit. Also it is more applicable to more downtown areas where citizens want
a more "people orientated" atmosphere versus car dominated.

Inan urban area, | agree. In a rural area where the congestion is due to the fact that only one route is available, | disagree. Other situa-
tions could be considered. Additionally, we as a society see congestion as a necessary evil, and congestion in itself is not likely to influ-
ence mode choice.

There needs to be a good transit alternative in order to encourage commuters to use public transit. It is not just about congestion.

Traffic congestion is not good from the commuter perspective but may no be so bad for business owners, and, yes, public transportation
should be an option for everyone regardless of congestion.

Traffic congestion is not in and of itself a good thing. Its level of "goodness" depends on context. Congestion in an urban downtown
means economic activity, congestion on an interstate corridor means loss of productivity.

| agree that traffic congestion can be "good" as a sign of economic vitality and encouraging use of public transit or other non-motorized
modes. However, not all congestion is equal.

The most common comment | hear is that the bus is stuck in the same congestion. There must be other incentives to promote public
transportation.

This statement is true in areas with good transit options (bus, light rail, etc.), but not true in areas with limited options.

Maintaining existing capacity decreases work for my industry.

If traffic congestion delays public transportation, it will not encourage commuters to use public transportation. You need to develop sep-
arate transit ways

I live in Austin, which has the worst congested area on the entire length of I-35 from Mexico to Canada. Doesn't seem to have forced
people onto public transit, although those numbers are rising.

Reasons provided by those who disagreed with the statement.

Many responded that traffic congestion is never good, is bad for the environment, hurts the economy and/or represents a failure which
needs attention and a remedy.

The mode choice issue is economics. People will continue to choose auto until it becomes too expensive. Currently, public transit agen-
cies cannot provide more service because they do not have sufficient resources.

There are too many things wrong with this statement to list here.

As public servants, it is our duty to accommodate the public. Making public transportation more attractive is good, but making driving a
vehicle less attractive is reprehensible.

Ifthe transit does not get them where they want to go quickly, safely and comfortably, commuters will just sit in the comfort of their cars.

Public transportation depends on intermodal connectivity and disparate services that require all categories to function efficiently - one
bad apple spoils the whole barrel.

Traffic congestion doesn't encourage or discourage one mode over the other. Mode choice is far more complicated than "if it's con-
gested, then more people take the bus." Congestion creates problems for all modes because travel times become unpredictable, and
all anyone really wants in a transportation network is reliability.

People who are choosing to drive won't be driven to public transportation by congestion alone. They need to be attracted by making
public transit better than driving.

The least congestion would be good for both commuters and public riders.
This is nothing but a statement to promote a social agenda -- give it up.

I don't believe that in the South congestion is really relating to more public transportation use. It leads to more frustration and dangerous
activities.

Not in my part of the country.
This would be right from an environmental perspective. Traffic congestion is never good from the traffic perspective.

I do not believe that negative consequences should be used to force users to transit - instead, the positives of the alternative should en-
courage use. These include lower cost, higher efficiency and reduced travel time to name a few.

Itis stupid to incur unneeded delay, wasted time and environmental impacts to support an incredibly subsidized mode such as transit.
Traffic congestion is a symptom of bad pricing and misplaced subsidies/incentives.

Ifthere aren't viable public transportation options available then having commuter congestion is not desired and increases the costs as-
sociated with commerce.

| have seen little evidence that congestion by itself increase use of public transportation.

First, transitis not as cost-effective - even APTA figures show a better b© ratio for roadway investment than transit investment. Second,
not everyone wants to live in the types of environments where transit is most competitive. Third, there are alot of places that cannot sup-
port the tax burden that would be necessary to make transit a viable alternative to many or most trips. Fourth, high congestion reduces
economic competitiveness for manufacturers and shippers in a given region. Fifth, highly congested locations tend to have higher colli-
sion rates.

Traffic congestion decreases the quality of life.

| believe most people will take the mode of transportation that they can reasonably afford, takes the least amount of time to get them to
their destination, gives them the most flexibility or options for arrival and departure times and is available in an emergency.
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REQUESTS FOR PROPOSALS

1. ADA Deficiency Analysis for Select
Transit Corridors

Agency:

Orleans Parish

Deadline:

April 4, 2012 at noon.

Contact:

Maggie Woodruff

Regional Planning Commission

10 Veterans Memorial Boulevard

New Orleans, LA 70124-1162

Website:
http://www.norpc.org/requests_for proposal
s.html

Description:

The purpose of this project is provide an
analysis and inventory of  priority
intersections along or near existing transit
routes to advance street and sidewalk
accessibility for the mobility impaired
utilizing public transit. This is a
non-negotiated, lump sum contract in the
amount of $10,000. All interested firms are
invited to submit their proposals to undertake
this above analysis.

2. Validation of Urban Freeway Models
Agency:

Transportation Research Board

Deadline:

May 1, 2012 at 4:30 p.m.

Contact:

William A. Hyman

Phone: 202-334-1914

Email: whyman@nas.edu

Website:

http://apps.trb.org/cmsfeed/ TRBNetProjectD
isplay.asp?ProjectID=3344

Description:

Project Number L33

The objectives of this project are threefold.
The first is to validate and enhance the most
important models — the “Data Poor” and
“Data Rich” models — estimated on large
data sets pertinent to urban freeways, which
were developed under SHRP 2 Reliability
Project L0O3. The second objective is to
enhance the level of confidence of researchers
and practitioners regarding models that can
estimate the impact of various actions on
travel time reliability. The third objective,
through validation, is to promote acceptance
and use of the LO3 type of models for
planning, programming, project
development, design, systems operations, and
further research.

The scope of the L33 project is to validate the
“Data Rich” and “Data Poor” models
pertinent to urban freeways. This work
requires a validation plan, data acquisition, as
well as validation and refinement of the
existing models. Recommendations for
applying the validated and extended models
are part of the scope. It is important to
communicate to practitioners and researchers
how the L0O3-type of models are useful for
sketch planning and for more in-depth

analyses that use inputs on causes of
non-recurring  congestion and  the
characteristics of specific urban freeway
sections.

3. ITS Plan Update

Agency:

Orange County Transportation Authority
(OCTA)

Deadline:

April 23, 2012

Contact:

Bridget Carman

Phone: (714) 560-5478

Email: bcarman@octa.net

Website:
https://www.octa.net/cammnet/procurement1
_2.asp?detail=21364&cookies=true
Description:

The Orange County Transportation Authority
(OCTA) is seeking proposals from qualified
firms to conduct a six-month study to update
the 2007 Orange County Intelligent
Transportation Systems (ITS) Strategic
Deployment Plan (Plan). The Plan will
effectively replace the existing 2007 Updated
Plan and provide a list of viable,
cost-effective strategies and projects.

4. Comprehensive Master Plan of
Bikeways

Agency:

City of Carson, CA

Deadline:

April 19, 2012 at 6:00 p.m.

Contact:

Sharon Song, Associate Planner

City of Carson

Planning Division

701 East Carson Street

Carson, CA 90745

Website:

http://ci.carson.ca.us/bikeways

Description:

The City of Carson invites proposals from
qualified consultants to prepare the city’s first
Comprehensive Master Plan of Bikeways.
The City of Carson was awarded the Caltrans
Transportation Planning Grant to create a
comprehensive plan through the active
participation of the public and analysis of the
existing local and regional network. The plan
will identify safe and efficient bicycle
amenities that improve mobility, provide
connections to other modes of transportation,
and serve the needs of all demographics.

5. Vehicle Tracking and Mobile Data
Collection

Agency:

Orange County Transportation Authority
(OCTA)

Deadline:

March 19, 2012

Contact:

Linda Nenadovic Cantuna

E-Mail: lcantuna@octa.net

Phone; (714) 560-5605

Website:
https://www.octa.net/cammnet/procurement
1_2.asp?detail=21447&cookies=true
Description:

2-1447

The Orange County Transportation Authority
invites proposals from qualified firms to
provide web-based vehicle tracking and data
collection application for Freeway Service
Patrol program vehicles.

6. Post-Course Assessment and Reporting
Tool for Trainers and Traffic Incident
Management

Agency:

Transportation Research Board

Deadline:

May 1, 2012

Contact:

Gummada Murthy

Phone: 202-334-2542

Email: gmurthy@nas.edu

Website:

http://apps.trb.org/cmsfeed/ TRBNetProject
Display.asp?ProjectID=3341

Description:

The objective is to develop a tool that
agencies can use to ensure student
achievement of the TIM training learning
objectives and to identify steps that agencies
can take to meet their goals for incident
response. The tool will have two components.
The first is an assessment tool that trainers
can use to assess the effectiveness of the
SHRP 2 TIM training materials in helping
students achieve the learning objectives of
the curriculum. The second component
provides opportunity to identify resources or
equipment that TIM responders and
managers might need to achieve the goals of
successful TIM practices as presented in the
SHRP 2 TIM training material and
curriculum.

To achieve the objectives and meet the
functional requirements of this project, the
contractor will develop and deliver:

A state-of-the-art report on current TIM
training program assessment processes that
helps project L32-C to define and establish a
comprehensive TIM assessment E-tool
program, and a TIM assessment tool that will
become the baseline assessment tool by
which TIM agencies determine the
effectiveness of SHRP 2 TIM training
materials. The tool will apply across multiple
target groups within incident response
agencies and  organizations at all
organizational levels including: executives,
mid-level  program  managers, field
responders, and trainers conducting the
subject training.

PUBLIC AGENCIES — RFP notices are
published here FREE OF CHARGE — call
(703)764-0512 for details and deadline.


http://apps.trb.org/cmsfeed/TRBNetProjectDisplay.asp?ProjectID=3344
http://apps.trb.org/cmsfeed/TRBNetProjectDisplay.asp?ProjectID=3344

© THE URBAN TRANSPORTATION MONITOR, MARCH 30, 2012, VOL. 26 NO. 2

Page 20

CONFERENCES

DATES CONFERENCE AND cITy VENUE MAIN TOPICS WEBSITE /CONTACT INFO

SPONSOR
2012

April 11-13  New Jersey State Atlantic City,  Tropicana This conference includes new and www.njtransactionconf.com
Transportation NJ Hotel and changing programs, grant writing and
Conference & Expo Conference administration, rules and regulations,

Center technology, etc. for bus, rail, LRT,
road and bridge, goods movement
(rail and truck), pedestrians, bicycling,
paratransit, senior citizen and
disabled resident transportation,
community transit and shuttles,
ridesharing, welfare to work, parking,
ferryboats and more.

April 15-18  AASHTO GIS for Loveland, Embassy The theme of this year's 25" annual http://www.qgis-t.org/index.php
Transportation CcO Suites, GIS-T Symposium is “Mainframe to
Symposium Loveland Mainstream — 25 Years of Progress.

April 16-18  TRB 9" National San Diego, The Westin The conference will focus on “Making ~ www.TRB.org/Conferences/AssetManagement2012
Conference on CA San Diego Asset Management Work in Your Matt Miller, MAMiller@NAS.edu, (202) 334-2608
Transportation Organization” and feature four major ~ Tom Palmerlee, TPalmerlee @NAS.edu, (202) 334-2907
Asset Management tracks: Focus on Implementation,

Pavement and Bridges, Beyond
Pavement and Bridges and Transit
State of Good Repair.

April 17-19  TRB Joint Rail Philadelphia, Temple Multidisciplinary North American http://www.asmeconferences.org/JRC2012/index.cfm
Conference: PA University and  railroad conference encompassing all
Technology to Crowne Plaza  aspects of rail transportation and
Advance the Future Hotel engineering research. The conference
of Rail Transport is a cooperative effort of the seven co-

sponsoring organizations and
presentations will address railroad
civil, mechanical, electrical, and
systems engineering, as well as
safety, planning, design, operations,
maintenance, and management. The
conference theme is Technology to
Advance the Future of Rail Transport
and will cover freight and passenger
rail, encompassing commuter,
regional and intercity systems.

April 18-20 3" International Paris, France Conservatoire  Planning, environment, and finance: http://ciasce.asce.org/news/ICUTS2012
Conference on National des planning tools, environmental and Pete Sklannik, Jr., Conference Program Chair
Urban Arts et Metiers  sustainability issues, and innovative Sklannik@pbworld.com
Transportation (CNAM) financing mechanisms for planning,

Systems operations, and construction;
(ICUTS2012) operations & maintenance of vehicles
(Conservatoire and infrastructure: security, safety,
National des Arts et and efficiency; design and

Métiers, France and construction of infrastructure

others)

April 18-20 7" uITP Istanbul, Ceylan The focus of the conference will be http://istanbul.uitp-events-expo.org/
International Bus Turkey Intercontinent-  affordability and cost effectiveness.

Conference al Istanbul Topics include: Bus Rapid Transit

(BRT)/BHLS Solutions, Contracts and
Tendering, Decarbonisation and Zero
Emissions, Bus Technology and
Innovation and Fuel Economy.

April 22-24 2012 Mileage-Based  Philadelphia, Hyatt Regency The conference will combine the best  http://www.cts.umn.edu/Events/

User Fee PA on the Hudson features of the IBTTA’s Transportation Pam Snopl (612) 626-1077 or snopl001@umn.edu

Symposium &
Transportation
Finance Summit (co-
sponosored by the
Humphrey School and
Center for
Transportation
Studies, 1-95 Corridor
Coalition,
International Bridge,
Tunnel and Turnpike
Association, Mileage-
Based User Fee
Alliance and Texas
Transportation
Institute)

Finance Summit with the depth of
content from the Symposium on
Mileage Based User Fees organized
by the Texas Transportation Institute
and the University of Minnesota in
2009-2011. The event will explore the
latest studies and pilots in mileage-
based user fees and the range of
financing tools available to toll
agencies, state DOTs and local
governments.

N/A = Not Available; m = member; nm = non-member. To list your transportation conferences here FREE, send all information as above to: The UTM
Conference Dept., P.O. Box 12300, Burke, VA 22009-2300, or call (703) 764-0512, or fax (703) 764-0516, or email: editors@lawleypublications.com.
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DATES CONFERENCE AND cITY VENUE MAIN TOPICS WEBSITE /CONTACT INFO
SPONSOR
April 24-26  Council of Washington, L’Enfant Plaza The summit is designed to help foster  http://cutcworkforce.com
University DC Hotel a national dialogue on the needs for Alison Black (202)289-4434 or ablack@artba.org
Transportation and development of the transportation
Centers (CUTC) workforce in the United States and to
Workforce Summit promote greater visibility for
transportation careers in industry,
government agencies, and academia.
April 23-26  Transport Research  Athens, Megaron TRA 2012 focuses on all aspects of http://year2012.traconference.eu
Arena, Europe 2012  Greece Athens surface transport modes. It aims not Thessaloniki Public Transport Authority, Attn. Prof Panos
International only to present the latest Papaioannou, tel: +302310 483070
Conference achievements in European research programme@traconference.eu
Centre but also to provide a venue and forum  Ministry of Infrastructure, Transport & Networks, General
where the technological Secretariat of Public Works, Attn. Mr. Sarantis Pantelias
developments needed for the next Tel: +302310 6424749
decades can be discussed and infor@traconference.eu
debated.
April 23-27  CUTA Transit Austin, TX Capital Metro ~ The Canadian Urban Transit http://www.cutaactu.ca/en/educationandtraining/resources/
Scheduling and Training Association offers a full week of TransitSchedulingandRuncutting-Austin.pdf
Runcutting Annex intensive hands-on training, led by John Moudakis (416) 365-9800 ext. 121 or
expert instructors. moudakis@cutaactu.ca
April 25-27  ITE Mid-Colonial Lancaster, Lancaster The program will include http://www.wdcsite.net/pages/2012mtgs/Mid_Colonial Dist
District Annual PA Marriott at approximately 10 sessions consisting  rict Annual_Meeting_Save-the-
Meeting Penn Square of presentations, a workshop and date_and_Call for Abstracts.pdf
roundtable discussion on a
transportation-related topic.
April 29- 2012 IBTTA Jersey City, Hyatt Regency The conference combines the best http://www.ibtta.org/Events/EventDetailWithVideo.cfm?Ite
May 1 Symposium on NJ on the Hudson features of IBTTA's Transportation mNumber=5679&navitemNumber=5728
Mileage-based User Finance Summit with the depth of Lee W. Munnich, Jr. (612) 625-7357 or
Fees and content from the Symposium on Imunnich@umn.edu
Transportation Mileage Based User Fees organized
Finance Summit by the Texas Transportation Institute
and the University of Minnesota in
2009-2011.
April 30- TRB Innovations in Tampa, FL Hyatt Regency The conference is designed to allow http://www.cvent.com/events/4th-transportation-research-
May 2 Travel Demand Tampa researchers and practitioners to share board-conference-on-innovations-in-travel-modeling-itm-
Forecasting knowledge and experiences on [event-summary-
current models and modeling 092a2bae88ec4d3e8c752667802ba215.aspx
research. The conference will review Kim Fisher KFisher@nas.edu
advances made possible by the
integration of social, land-use,
transportation supply, and technology
into the modeling process.
May 6-9 American Public Long Beach, Renaisssance The conference includes a series of http://apta.com/mc/bus/Pages/default.aspx
Transportation CA Long Beach & interactive sessions focused in a Adam Martin (202) 496-4845 or amartin@apta.com
Association Bus and Long Beach variety of topic areas, as well as a bus
Paratransit Convention &  display and exhibitor showcase
Conference Entertainment  featuring the latest bus and
Center paratransit vehicles, products, and
services.
May 7-9 International Warsaw, Warsaw This Summit, prepared by the Metro, http://warsaw.uitp-events-expo.org/en
Conference: UITP Poland Marriott Hotel  Light Rail and Regional Railways Nathalie Simon, Events Assistant, UITP +32 2 663 66 66
Local Rail Summit Divisions of UITP, will highlight the or nathalie.simon@uitp.org
2012 benefits of each local rail mode and
its specific challenges, as well as
underlying intermodal synergies.
Overarching topics related to all
modes such as policy, financing,
customer services and the potential
for rail integration will be discussed.
The Summit will also include separate
modal sessions focusing on specific
issues and challenges.
May 18-21 2012 AASHTO Traverse Grand The AASHTO Spring Meeting offers http://www.aashtospringmeeting.org/
Spring Meeting City, Ml Traverse transportation executives the Monica Russell (202) 624-3696 or mrussell@aashto.org
Resort and opportunity to network and share the
Spa latest in industry policies and

innovations. Hosted by the Michigan
Department of Transportation, this
year's meeting in Traverse City,
Michigan, also includes informational
sessions on envisioning future freight
flows and infrastructure adaptation, as
well as a CEO roundtable discussion
on the ways to most effectively
optimize the transportation system.

N/A = Not Available; m = member; nm = non-member. To list your transportation conferences here FREE, send all information as above to: The UTM
Conference Dept., P.O. Box 12300, Burke, VA 22009-2300, or call (703) 764-0512, or fax (703) 764-0516, or email: editors@lawleypublications.com.
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DATES CONFERENCE AND cITY VENUE MAIN TOPICS WEBSITE /CONTACT INFO
SPONSOR

May 21-23 ITS America 22" Washington,  Gaylord This year's theme is “Smart http://www.itsa.org/events/majorconferences/2012-
Annual Meeting and DC National Hotel ~ Transportation: A Future We Can meeting
Exposition and Afford.” The focus will be on

Convention affordable strategies to create smart
Center, cities and communities that are safer,
National cleaner, more livable and less
Harbor, MD congested.

May 22-24  TRB 14" Oakland, CA  Marriott The conference is designed to help http://www.cvent.com/events/14th-international-managed-
International Oakland City advance the state-of-the-art related to  lanes-conference/event-summary-

HOV/HOT and Center managed lanes and pricing strategies. 1489802cf7d049a5a9e25b893bb761bb.aspx
Managed Lanes The conference theme will focus on
Conference the evolution of high-occupancy-

vehicle (HOV) lanes into high-

occupancy-toll (HOT) and managed

lanes using pricing and other

strategies to address metropolitan

mobility and accessibility.

May 23-25 ~ TRB Making Denver, CO  Grand Hyatt The conference will dive into the steps  http://www.cvent.com/events/making-progress-
Progress: Denver transportation planners and transportation-planners-and-programmers-turn-ideas-into-
Transportation programmers take to turn ideas into reality/event-summary-

Planners and reality — from setting long-range 3d267854366c4e5f87247470d5f33fa7.aspx
Programmers Turn visions and plan development to Kim Fisher at kfisher@nas.edu
Ideas into Reality investment decisions and project

delivery — and showcase key tools

and strategies along the way.

June 3-6 American Public Dallas, TX Hyatt Regency Discussions and workshops will focus  http://apta.com/mc/rail/Pages/default.aspx
Transportation Dallas on timely issues of widespread
Association Rail interest for all rail modes, including
Conference high-speed rail. The conference will

also include an exhibitor showcase
featuring the latest rail products and
services.

June 4-7 TRB’s North Dallas, TX The Fairmont NATMEC 2012 will provide an http://www.cvent.com/events/natmec-icwim/event-
American Travel Dallas opportunity for traffic monitoring summary-cca37ba719c84b3aa299688elc54c7ca.aspx
Monitoring professionals to exchange and share
Exposition and information related to the collection,

Conference management, and use of monitored

(NATMEC): traffic data in all applications.

Improving Traffic Attendees will have the opportunity to

Data Collection, network with local state and federal

Analysis and Use representatives along with peers,
industry representatives, and vendors
of equipment and software.

June 10-12 2012 NASTO Annual Baltimore, Renaissance N/A http://transportation.org/meetings/343.aspx
Meeting MD Baltimore

Harborplace
Hotel

June 10-14 46" National St. N/A Representatives of Regional Councils  http://narc.org/events/conferences/what-is-the-annual-
Association of Petersburg, and Metropolitan Planning conference-and-exhibition.html
Regional Councils FL Organizations -- leadership,

(NARC) Annual professional staff, board members,

Conference and local elected officials, technical and

Exhibition program staff — will come together to
share best practices, attend
informative sessions on program,
legislative and regulatory issues, as
well as avail of training and technical
services. Speakers include experts
from the public and private sector,
congressional and state lawmakers,
and individuals from universities and
non-profit organizations.

June 17-20  National Committee  Orlando, FL ~ Wyndham The Technical Committees will be http://ncutcd.org/meeting-201206.shtml
on Uniform Traffic Orlando meeting during the afternoon and
Control Devices Resort evenings of Wednesday and
(NCUTCD) Summer Thursday and the NCUTCD Council
Meeting will meet Thursday and Friday

mornings.

June 19-22  TRB Innovations in Ft. The symposium will highlight the http://www.trb.org/Calendar/Blurbs/164321.aspx
Traffic Flow Theory, Lauderdale, applications of traffic flow theory on Richard Cunard of TRB at RCunard@nas.edu
Highway Capacity, FL current modeling practices; explore

and Quality of
Service Symposium

future developments in the field;
examine real-time measurements of
traffic performance; and look at
expected contributions that remote
sensing, vehicle probes, and similar
devices will make to advancing the
state of the practice.

N/A = Not Available; m = member; nm = non-member. To list your transportation conferences here FREE, send all information as above to: The UTM
Conference Dept., P.O. Box 12300, Burke, VA 22009-2300, or call (703) 764-0512, or fax (703) 764-0516, or email: editors@lawleypublications.com.
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DATES CONFERENCE AND cITY VENUE MAIN TOPICS WEBSITE /CONTACT INFO
SPONSOR
June 24-27  TRB's 4" Urban Chicago, IL Holiday Inn The symposium is designed to http://www.mwite-uss4-2012.org/home
Street Symposium Chicago Mart  explore improvements in suburban
Plaza and urban street design practices,
foster discussions on alternative
street design practices, examine
alternative street designs, and
facilitate the transfer of urban street
research findings to state agencies
and to local governments.
June 24-27 TRB 2012 Summer Little Rock, Peabody Hotel The conference will look at the latest ~ Martin Palmer at palmema@wsdot.wa.gov or Lynn
Workshop AR developments in approaches, Malbrough at Lynn.Malbrough@arkansashighways.com
technologies and policies as they
affect environmental, ecology and air
quality challenges of planning, design,
construction and maintenance of
surface transportation systems.
July 2012 12" International Santiago, Ritz Carleton N/A N/A
Conference on Chile
Advanced Systems
for Public Transport
July 7-12 2012 Western Colorado N/A N/A http://www.washto.org/meetings/default.asp
Association of State  Springs, CO
Highway and
Transportation
Officials (WASHTO)
Annual Meeting
July 8-12 JAMBAS/TRB 6™ Cernobbio, Villa Erba, The event will feature speakers from http://www.iabmas2012.org/
International Lake Como, Lake Como, the US, UK, Brazil, France, Italy and
Conference on Italy Italy Hong Kong and aims to bring together
Bridge Maintenance, all the very best work that has been
Safety and done in the field of bridge
Management maintenance, safety and
management and related topics to
stimulate and promote research into
this field, and to bridge the gap
between theory and practice.
July 8-11 Transportation Irvine, CA N/A Transportation professionals http://www.trb.org/Calendar/Blurbs/165999.aspx
Research Board specializing in planning, policy, and
(TRB) Joint Summer data systems will share information in
Meeting open committee meetings, joint
collaborative discussions, and general
sessions.
July 10-12 Northeast Baltimore, Renaissance N/A http://nasto.org/?page _id=564
Association of State MD Baltimore
Transportation Harborplace
Officials (NASTO) Hotel
Annual Conference
July 13-17 National Association Pittsburgh, David L. Provides county officials with an http://www.naco.org/meetings/dates/Lists/Event%20Calen
of Counties (NACo) PA Lawrence opportunity to vote on NACo's policies dar/DispForm_naco.aspx?List=0f08eeb5%2De5e1%2D44
Annual Conference Convention related to federal legislation and 1f%2D8034%2D18f3e879f28f&ID=113&Source=http%3A
and Exposition Center regulation; elect officers; network with  %2F%2Fwww%2Enaco%2Eorg%2Fmeetings%2Fdates%
colleagues; learn about innovative 2FPages%2FUpcomingEvents%2Easpx
county programs; find out about
issues impacting counties across the
country; and view products and
services from participating companies
and exhibitors.
July 17-20 2012 TRB 10" Dallas, TX Hyatt Regency The conference program is being http://www.accessmanagement.info/AM2012/index.html
Access Management Dallas developed to meet professional needs Event Management and Planning at Texas Transportation
Conference and through the dissemination of the latest Institute at Texas A&M at (979) 862-1219 or
Transportation information by professionals in the events@tamu.edu.
Planning transportation field.
Conference
July 28-31 117" Annual Orlando, FL Omni Orlando  The tentative program calls for four- http://www.imsasafety.org/2012conf/conf2012.html

International
Municipal Signal
Association (IMSA)
Conference

Resort at
Champions
Gate

day schools on topics such as
electronics in traffic signals and
microprocessors in traffic signals, and
seminars on topics such as interior
and municipal fire alarms, traffic
signal design and construction,
roadway lighting and traffic signal
inspection.

N/A = Not Available; m = member; nm = non-member. To list your transportation conferences here FREE, send all information as above to: The UTM
Conference Dept., P.O. Box 12300, Burke, VA 22009-2300, or call (703) 764-0512, or fax (703) 764-0516, or email: editors@lawleypublications.com.



