TRANSPORTATION: SHOULD YOU CARE?
(Vancouver Business Journal, November 26, 2004 Op-Ed piece)

Unless we, as a region, can cope with Puget Sound-like transportation ills, we had better
care. Statistics indicate that we are nearing capacity on most of our roads in Clark County
and in some cases have exceeded capacity. Today we have as many cars on the road as
we had population in 1980 while funding for transportation has dropped by more than 50%.
Now do you care?

Two years ago, Identity Clark County and InterACT initiated their Transportation Priorities
Project to determine how much citizens knew about how transportation is planned and
funded. What we learned through 40 meetings throughout the county was that citizens care
about and are willing to support transportation but they wanted to see the “big picture,” i.e.,
what will transportation look like ten and twenty years out. Last year we convened all of the
transportation planning jurisdictions in the county and posed that question. Together, over a
three-month period, these experts combined the transportation plans for their various
jurisdictions and created that “big picture” in the form of three different scenarios and a
document that we call Transportation 101. The scenarios, or maps, depict what our
transportation system will look like given 1) no increased funding, 2) a moderate amount of
increased funding, and 3) a significant amount of increased funding. We have taken this
“picture” and the educational document back out into the community and have presented a
very comprehensive, easy to understand, visual rendering of where we are and where we

might be in our transportation future.

The bottom line is, we are responsible for planning our future so it is up to us to work with our
elected and appointed officials to ensure the future of transportation in our region and plan
smart — smarter than Puget Sound did. Given that a major interstate corridor passes through
our community, that task is amplified.

Our legislators took a gutsy move in the 2003 legislative session and implemented a five-cent
increase in gas tax — the first gas tax increase in 14 years. The $4.2 billion generated (over
ten years) was directed toward ready-to-go projects, which you see under construction today.



When those projects are completed, there are no more funds for significant road
improvements. We must call on our legislators to once again step forward to identify a
statewide funding mechanism that restores the historic “sharing” of funds with counties and
cities. Additionally, we need authorization from the legislature to implement regional or local
transportation funding options so we can determine how we want to pay for our future
transportation needs at a local and regional level.

Voter education is critical. Three weeks ago voters rejected an increase in funding for public
transit in spite of the fact that C-TRAN conducted an excellent outreach effort. So is the
message here that voters are calling C-TRAN'’s bluff or do they really not understand the

consequences of reduced services and what happens when you start eating up reserves?

What about an enhanced I-5 Bridge and moving 60,000 commuters to jobs? Again we can
take a lesson from the Puget Sound region where voters turned down road and public
transportation funding in the 1970’s. Now the price tag is ten times the construction cost of
the 70’s to build that long past due infrastructure and it is increasingly difficult to attract
employers due to transportation constraints. Let’s DO plan smarter than our neighbors to the
north. Please visit our website so you can be better prepared to help make those decisions,
http://www.identityclarkcounty.org/projects/tppii/.

ICC transportation meeting with (left to right): Bob Byrd, ICC
Transportation Committee Chair; Senator Patty Murray; Ginger
Metcalf, Identity Clark County.



