Oral and Written Testimony
Public Hearing on the County Executive’s Transit Task Force Final Report

July 12, 2012

Summary


On July 12, 2012, County Executive Leggett conducted a public hearing on the report issued by the Transit Task Force.  The hearing was held in the First Floor Auditorium of the Council Office Building, 100 Maryland Avenue, Rockville, MD.  Members of the Task Force joined the County Executive on the dais.   
Twenty-seven members of the public provided oral testimony.  Twenty-six individuals or groups submitted written testimony.  The record of the hearing was closed on July 26, 2012.  

Summaries of written testimony can be found beginning on page 10.  Full written testimonies are enclosed. 
Oral Testimony

Ginny Hillhouse
· Lives within ½ mile of ICC in Colesville area
· ICC has degraded quality of life of nearby residents

· Busway would make ICC noisier

· Fix ICC’s negative impacts before working on transit plan

· Don’t punish local residents by taxing them to pay for system via Special Taxing Districts

· Eminent domain will not bring adequate compensation for residents
Ben Ross

· Transit has to be core of solution in Montgomery County, which Task Force identified
· Need to implement the vision

· Our first transportation priority must be the Purple Line. 

· Then, we need faster and better bus service.  We need to repurpose lanes for buses.  

· We need to build out first where the bus lane will carry more people than mixed traffic lane

· WMATA’s Bus Priority Corridors need to be followed—queue jumpers and right turn lanes—So we can figure out how to work bus priority into our suburban network

Donna Baron, scale-it-back.com

· Urgency to build CCT is unnecessary.  Much of Science City can already be built without transit.  The current planned route is too circuitous and the Kittelson report degrades the service further by running it in mixed traffic.
· Let’s make CCT work for residents.  Route 355 BRT line would offer faster service to Clarksburg than CCT. 

· CCT route should be altered to serve residents on west side of 270.  

· Suggests new route for CCT:

· From Shady Grove to Crown Farm.  Have a stop at Key West Ave then take Great Seneca to Germantown.  Connector bus to Boyds should be added

· Add connections between 355 and CCT at Germantown Rd, Quince Orchard Rd, and Muddy Branch

· Corporate shuttle to service Science City properties

Barbara Ditzler, League of Women Voters

· Chair of transportation and land use committees
· Supports RTV system

· RTV brings transportation access for all.  We can transform Montgomery County

· Should provide convenient, speedy service, that accommodates people with special needs.

· Expect system elements to make it attractive to drivers

· Environmental and economic benefits to transit.  RTV can enhance quality of life.

· Support publicizing true costs of transit v. single occupancy vehicles.  

· Dollar costs are often only ones advertised, and so social, environmental, and economic costs.  Doing this makes transit costs more desirable.  

· Brookings has linked transit availability with employment opportunities

Vicki Vergagni, Glenwood Gardens Condominium Association

· Condominium complex is caddy corner from Glenmont metro

· We are affected by congested.  We brought that up in Glenmont Sector plan.

· We are facing additional development, and BRT on Georgia Avenue.  

· We have 3,000 cars coming into Glenmont, 2,100 more coming with new development

· Don’t let MCDOT do traffic analyses.  They use tools that are not standard practice in industry.  CLV is not meant to be used for congested areas.

· Congested could be better modeled with Synchro or SimTraffic.

· Don’t let MCDOT or Planning cause more congestion.  

· National Academy of Sciences has endorsed Synchro and SimTraffic.  They haven’t endorsed tools that Montgomery County has “invented”

· How do we collect people to ride the new RTV system?

· It is insult to injury to tax congested neighborhoods to pay for it

· Tax businesses instead

James Williamson 
· Resident of Four Corners area who served on advisory committee on last master plan

· 1996 plan for busway on Route 29 would not have improved the level of service on the road.

· A single reversible bus lane or express bus will not solve current congestion problem nor will it be able to accommodate additional congestion from proposed 20 to 25 million sq. feet at White Oak

· Was previously little support for a bus line in the median or takings to build a lane.  Doubts there will be more support this time around.

· Previous transportation proposals have disrupted Four Corners neighborhoods in order to make a shorter, easier commute for those from farther out to drive down Route 29. 

· Is “taxed out” and resents potentially having to pay for system through taxing district.
Stewart Schwartz, Coalition for Smarter Growth

· CSG addresses issues of land use, transportation, housing, and the environment

· Montgomery County already has many smart growth successes

· This region needs to invest in a next-generation transit network

· Strengthen Metro, build Purple Line, build BRT

· BRT is essential complement to Purple Line and Metrorail

· Essential to increasing transit availability, improving environment, and maintaining economic competitiveness

· We need a better local, federal, and state commitment to transit

· Fixing aging infrastructure is first priority, investing in new transit follows close
· Throughout the region, everyone is supporting transit-oriented development (TOD).  Put the “t” back in TOD

· Congestion can’t be solved in robust reason.  Transit can give people options.

· TOD offers more walking and biking trips

· TOD is better for tax base.  Arlington gets 50% of its tax base from 11% of its land, its two TOD corridors.

· Investment in infrastructure avoids inner suburban decline
· We support full system envisioned 
· System should be phased in.  Focus on high ridership corridors first and learn from early implementation.

· Moving forward with bus priority corridors is a good idea. 

· Thank you for supporting transit and transit-oriented development
James Zepp

· Forty years of involvement in transportation issues
· Worried about elements that the Task Force did not addressed, and worried that system could be counterproductive by promoting sprawl

· Task Force has attempted to secure source of funding without good understanding of what true cost of construction may be

· Task Force members have installed single vision throughout county without regard to local conditions

· Simply because something is successful is another time or environment does not ensure its success in another situation

· Task Force’s report is magnified beyond other similar projects done before

· People have asked “Could it be built”, not “Should it be built?”

· Transit projects almost always go over budget  and often over-estimate transit demand. 

· These questions need to be addressed before committing:

· When will there be the establishment of concrete milestones

· When will determinations be made on operations, light timing impacts

· What forms of public participation will be established?  Need widespread public input

Kurt Raschke
· Proudly transit-dependent
· RTV network is a good idea but there are more feasible improvements, like transit signal priority, that can be done easier and faster

· Will improve quality of service now

· Purple Line must be continue to be focus as major transportation project
· RTV is a euphemism.  These systems are called Bus Rapid Transit

Harold McDougall

· Howard law professor and resident of diverse down-county area
· People in Four Corners are frustrated
· Concerned about impact of project on he and neighbors in terms of eminent domain, right-of-way, and financing
· Is a system for upcounty commuters.  They should pay for it through user fees.

· This kind of dream, walkable community is being destroyed by these upcounty commuter solutions. US 29 would go right through downtown Silver Spring.  

· We have trying to get protections for pedestrians at US 29.  State DOT has told us we can’t get a traffic light because there aren’t enough fatalities.

· You may see an Occupy US 29

Rosemary Arkoian

· We do need transit to get people around but we do need some roads. 

· One such road is M83.  Clarksburg was built with promise of building M83.

· If we build transit, we may not have money for the road we were promised.

· This is a big expensive project you are proposing, but citizens feel they can’t trust elected officials.  
· I cannot believe county will let 40,000 people come into upcounty areas without new roads

· Our taxpayers are paying a lot of taxes already

· Try to remember existing promises

Eileen Finnegan

· Reports in Examiner have generated conversations about special tax districts
· Initially believed that BRT line would run in median of New Hampshire Ave, which allayed many fears

· The Traffic Group report says “probable” layout will be repurposing curb lanes on New Hampshire Ave

· We need to do “pilot” systems before a full network
· Finds it “disturbing” that new Hampshire corridor that Task Force has relegated line to “second tier”.  Task Force is ignoring previous recommendations and are missing front door of FDA facility

· People have said FDA can’t be served by transit.  Here’s your opportunity and you decided not to make it a priority

· Report blows off ridership.  Additional discussion of circulator buses in neighborhoods is a huge commitment.  You haven’t adequately described full impact of system

· We need a closer look at who is being served. 

Tim Knoblach, Greater Capital Area Association of Realtors
· GCAAR represents 8,000 real estate professionals
· GCAAR supports the system as advocates for professionals and homeowners

· We are in the midst of a transition from a suburban to a more urban community
· Public officials must grow economy to ensure competitiveness in regional economy.

· Investment in proposed rapid transit system is most cost-effective way to deal with congestion

· GCAAR represents that RTV system will cost money.  How to configure system will be complicated.  We need to realize TOD capacity

· We hope that local leaders will pressure State to rebuild its commitment to transportation

· Without the system, congestion will increase, balanced development will be stymied, housing affordability will be unachievable, environment and quality of life will deteriorate.
· Should be of the highest priority.

Bonnie Vall
· From Goshen, where there is very little bus service.
· I have no bus service.  I would have to walk over a mile on a road with no shoulder

· I support mass transit.  Goshen is too spread out to have buses everywhere.

· Our whole area is where no bus service exist. 

· Supports RTV system, but would like to see more service upcounty

· This system is not rapid.  Speeds aren’t going to above 30 mph.

· If this system serves businesses and communities it’s a great idea.

· Spent a lot of time on Task Force website, but there is little detail.  Stops haven’t been identified.  Length of trips haven’t been identified, either.
· I don’t think it’s fair to do a Special Tax District just along service area.  All of us should pay for it, even if I probably won’t use it.

Paula Bienenfeld, North Bethesda Neighborhoods
· The Task Force Report is not sufficient as a decision document.  There has been a lack of public process and neighbors are unaware of tax impacts and change in flow of streets

·  Task Force did not follow public work plan.  Detailed segment-by-segment analyses are not publicly available. 
· Piedmont Environmental Council received grant from Rockefeller to study political assessment of project.  Report is unavailable.

· Direct Task Force to be transparent

· Put all studies on website

· Impartial group of experts need to revise cost estimates

· The financing scenario should include the entire county

· The system proposed would put tax burden on people least able to pay the increase in taxes

· Taxes should not be raised to pay for system

· The routes should be decided upon by residents in the community

· The people making these decisions don’t ride public transit.  Ms. Bienenfeld asked the Task Force members to raise their hand if they took public transit to this meeting.  One of the attendees raised their hand. 
· The average tax figure released by the Task Force was based on a home value of $400,000.  People with homes at twice or three times the value will face tax increases above $1,000.  
· Tax increase is a burden on elderly on fixed income

· Planners overestimate benefits and underestimate costs

· Rather than raise taxes, the county should buy new buses and paint a dedicated bus lane and then use data.

Ralph Bennett, Purple Line Now!
· President of Purple Line Now!
· Fully supportive of Transit Task Force report since Purple Line is important part of plan

· Now is not time for timid transportation plans

· Purple Line is farther along than RTV system, with significant federal and state funds appropriated for 2014

· Our hope is for submission for federal construction funding by the end of the year or early next year

· The County Council showed its support by funding Bethesda South entrance and new trail

· Without state funding, Purple Line and CCT cannot happen

· People should contact delegates and senators to sustain transit funding

Alice Ortuzar
· First efforts to travel via bus from Ashton to Shady Grove took over 2 hours each way

· Worried that system we build will be disconnected.

· Extending metro and heavy rail is most efficient way to move people

· Worried that we are choosing a system because it’s all that we can afford.  It’s a lack of leadership at all levels of government

· We don’t need defense and homeland security spending.  

· Sustainability sounds great, but overdevelopment in form of ICC isn’t sustainable

· No one is working on providing disincentives to employers that don’t offer flex time.  Military is resistant to give workers flex time.

· Work with other localities to change priorities so you can build a system that serves future residents

Robert Dyer

· The fact that the public is only able to speak now is an outrage. 
· Eighty-five percent of people drive; master planner says we lack density to support system; rapid transit is just a bus.

· BRT will increase congestion and throw off signals.  It duplicates Red Line

· Bethesda and Silver Spring shouldn’t subsidize lines as residents won’t be able to use system to go to work

· We should focus on Purple Line, M83, Rockville Freeway—as those projects would be cheaper and Rockville Freeway would move more people than system

· BRT would generate sprawl in places like Olney

Cavan Wilk, Action Committee for Transit
· I am a young professional that Montgomery County has attracted.  Silver Spring is a wonderful place to walk around with wonderful amenities
· In Silver Spring and Bethesda, Red Line was key.  This system would be key for White Flint, White Oak, and Wheaton, so that we can revitalize areas and preserve single-family neighborhoods.

· We should focus growth along rapid transit spines.

· RTV complements the Purple Line.  RTV corridors assume a complete Purple Line.  So we need Purple Line.
· RTV is also symbiotic with MARC service and Corridor Cities Transitway

· I ride S9 down 16th Street bus.  As a limited-stop service, it is packed.  Younger generations are far less averse to buses provided the quality is there. 
· Buses need to have priority lanes.  Within Beltway, lanes should be taken from existing auto lanes. 

· Need to guard against BRT creep outside of Beltway, wherein a bus lane gets degraded into HOV or HOT lane.  

Patty Devlin

· President of Flower Valley Civic Association, 690 homes on Norbeck Rd.  (They have not reached a decision on the system).

· Extreme concern among residents regarding taxing districts. 

· Our association supported ICC.  Traffic has not been sufficiently reduced on Norbeck.  We lost turn lane from Georgia Avenue onto Norbeck

· There needs to be more disclosure about what it means for it to be a private-public partnership.  Where would private investment come from?  Would private firm own buses?
· Comment period should be extended.  Confusion over to whom residents should comment.

Marian Barnes
· Member of Twinbrook Citizens Association
· It takes two of her Social Security checks to pay her twice yearly property tax

· You aren’t thinking what impact taxes will be on individuals

· I can’t walk 8 blocks to get bus.  Tax would be a big negative impact.

Barbara Falcigno, Greater Olney Civic Association

· President of Greater Olney Civic Association, which represents 40,000 people in Olney

· Building roads is not always practical, leads to more parking lots, and doesn’t relieve congestion very much

· People need to get out of cars 

· Current bus system is very slow.  

· GOCA voted unanimously to endorse the BRT network but are opposed to tax district on current residents to pay for it.

· Fairer ways to pay for system:

· May alleviate need for some infrastructure improvements

· Some CIP budget could be given to the system

· Fairfax charges commercial property extra on their taxes and charge more for development to be built.

· Olney residents request we look at fair ways to pay for system that if done right can indeed relieve congestion.
Thomas Clark

· Proposing streetcar system to complement DC streetcar system as representative of his company Capital Traction and Electric.

· Streetcar would be preferable to BRT.  It would operate on its own right-of-way

· Has proposed routes on Colesville Rd, Wisconsin Ave, system would serve Goshen area

· County Executive should reconsider use of bus over streetcar that would be cheaper in long-run

Christina Ginsberg, Twinbrook Citizens Association

· Twinbrook neighborhood is affected by at least 2 BRT lines.  
· Previously opposed BRT lines in neighborhood.  Opposed a transit center at Veirs Mill and Twinbrook Pkwy.
· Planners were not forthcoming in describing BRT

· Association unanimously opposes system if funded by special taxing district.

· Neighborhood would be negatively affected by system and be punished by paying for it.  Tax is discriminatory

· Metro and Metro/RideOn buses are under-funded and mismanaged. New system would be redundant and wasteful

· Instead, county should expand existing bus system and add more express service

· Show demand before spending tax money you don’t have

Sharon Brown

· No evidence the BRT will reduce congestion or create good jobs

· Tax burden of this effort does not support fiscal health of taxpaying base

· This will be a disproportionate tax on the middle class

· Bonds and other fee-for-service funding sources should be considered

Robert Nelson

· Transit network will have little benefit to upcounty residents and will divert money from projects like the Mid-County Highway

· The travel time on CCT from Clarksburg is twice that of Mid County Highway

· County should use telecommuting, faster fare collection, real-time route information, and bus priority to reduce congestion so expensive BRT network isn’t needed. Ramp metering has worked in other jurisdictions.
· We should use cost-effective measures before expensive ones that increase debt load for Montgomery County

· We should use advanced technology on all bus routes and build delayed roads

Judy Higgins

· Lives in Wheaton.
· Rejects homeowners being taxed for this system.  Should follow Fairfax model and tax businesses.  

At the conclusion of the public comments, County Executive Leggett made some closing remarks.

· The system will not be built tomorrow.  In best-case scenario, may take 20 to 30 years to complete. 

· Much discussion about increase in tax burden from the project.  Taxes are a legitimate concern.  However, failure to grow county and combat congestion will erode tax base. 

· This is not an either/or system.  This system will work in tandem with ideas suggested in Master Plans.  
· Extension of heavy rail isn’t going to happen anytime soon.

· I established a Task Force to make a recommendation to me.  I will make a recommendation to the County Council based on what I heard today.  

· There will be opportunities for public input, as this sort of system is going to be built over a long period of time

· It is difficult to judge demand because we don’t have experience with such a system.  We need to create the alternative to test the demand. 
· We can judge our success or failure based on other communities that have implemented rapid transit systems

· We will not satisfy everyone, but if you are worried about your tax base, an inability to grow will have a potentially negative impact on your tax bill.  
· Our location will mean that people will continue to travel through us to reach jobs in other jurisdictions.  If we don’t grow, jobs will be around Montgomery County so we will get all of the traffic without any of the benefits.

· I will not make a recommendation until I have analyzed the testimony

· This is a long, long process.  We need to communicate with the public and make sure that we are doing something that won’t bankrupt the county.

Councilmember Elrich, a member of the Transit Task Force, also addressed attendees.

· The Task Force report is a series of options.  It doesn’t make the system shovel-ready.  
· Public will have lots of opportunities for input, including with the Planning Board regarding the Master Plan of Highways and Transitways. 

· We need to ensure development is responsible and sustainable, but without transit, we will get buried in cars. 

· We can watch future enfold over us, or, with help of community, we can shape this so it works for people who came here today and makes us a viable community.

Written Testimony

Donna Baron, Gaithersburg – North Potomac – Rockville Coalition

· Portion of Science City can be built today without CCT

· CCT will not service residents, only new commuters to Science City. Residents will have to pay for it and deal with construction. Isn’t fair.

· Proposed BRT line on 355 to Clarksburg would better service people of Clarksburg

· Suggests new route for CCT:

· From Shady Grove to Crown Farm.  Have a stop at Key West Ave then take Great Seneca to Germantown.  Connector bus to Boyds should be added

· Add connections between 355 and CCT at Germantown Rd, Quince Orchard Rd, and Muddy Branch

· Corporate shuttle to service Science City properties

Ms. Baron provided a visualization of her proposed route as part of an addendum to her written testimony.
George Barsky

· RTV system is a terrible idea

· Buses are not rapid transit

· Other jurisdictions have pursued light rail while Montgomery County has moved “at a glacial pace” on Purple Line

· The Task Force members are not equipped to evaluate public transportation, especially when only looking at buses and not light rail

· It is “criminal” that county built ICC during recession but stalls on any rail project

· Light rail has many advantages over BRT and has been built across the world

· It is smoother, uses less fuel, and vehicles last longer than buses

· LRT vehicles are high capacity, can have low-floor boarding, and are compatible with all other vehicles

· Buses are worst-possible transit option

Carole Ann Barth, Montgomery County Civic Federation

· Civic Federation is angry and disappointed that public was not able to comment on draft version of Transit Task Force report.  Work Program said that draft report would be made public.

· Want the County Executive to announce a deadline for receipt of public comments and see to it that the Task Force responds to the comments.

· All testimony should be published as an Appendix to the Task Force Report. 

· Want the Concept Plans done by the Traffic Group to be posted as a ZIP file on the Task Force website. 

Paula Bienenfeld, North Bethesda Neighborhoods

· The Task Force Report is not sufficient as a decision document.  There has been a lack of public process and neighbors are unaware of tax impacts and change in flow of streets

·  Task Force did not follow public work plan.  Detailed segment-by-segment analyses are not publicly available. 

· Piedmont Environmental Council received grant from Rockefeller to study political assessment of project.  Report is unavailable.

· Direct Task Force to be transparent

· Put all studies on website

· Impartial group of experts need to revise cost estimates

· The financing scenario should include the entire county

· The system proposed would put tax burden on people least able to pay the increase in taxes

· Taxes should not be raised to pay for system

· The routes should be decided upon by residents in the community

· The people making these decisions don’t ride public transit.  
· The average tax figure released by the Task Force was based on a home value of $400,000.  People with homes at twice or three times the value will face tax increases above $1,000.  

· Tax increase is a burden on elderly on fixed income

· Planners overestimate benefits and underestimate costs

· Rather than raise taxes, the county should buy new buses and paint a dedicated bus lane and then use data.

Sharon Brown

· No evidence the BRT will reduce congestion or create good jobs

· Tax burden of this effort does not support fiscal health of taxpaying base

· This will be a disproportionate tax on the middle class

· Bonds, state infrastructure banks, and other fee-for-service funding sources should be considered

As part of her written testimony, Ms. Brown submitted a chart identifying sources of income for the county government. 

Jean Cavanaugh

· President of the Seven Oaks Evanswood Citizens Association, but writing in capacity as an individual. 

· Task Force was heavily weighted with pro-development interests, and few individuals to represent solely taxpayers.  Report is biased.

· The Task Force draft report is being moved towards approval without sufficient time for community input.

· The cost of the project is significant.  The county has had problems with cost overruns in the Purple Line, Civic Building, and Transit Center.

· Opposes Special Tax District for people who live near system.  Value of their real estate will increase, so they will be paying more in property tax anyway.  They will be punished for living near transit.  Commercial property should be taxed instead.

· RTV must be good, fast, and cheap (under $2 for fare)

· Driving disincentives, like tolls, should be part of the plan

· Accommodation for people carrying groceries, strollers, and young children must be made.

· More detailed study is needed on the proposed Route 29 corridor.

· Pedestrian and bike infrastructure needed along system

· Phase system so alternative routes are available during construction

· Communication and participation are important.  There need to be covenants with neighborhoods that prohibit zoning changes in residential corridors.

· Need to protect established neighborhoods from upzoning, even when there is a fixed transit station serving it.

· Dr. Fuller is pro-development.  Other sources need to be consulted by Task Force. 

Ms. Cavanaugh submitted a second piece of written testimony.  

· The BRT/RTV system needs to be informed by transit users and those who use routes on which the system is proposed

· A “Resident Routing Advisory Committee” should be formed and its recommendations should be taken “into serious account”

· Vehemently opposed to any special tax district on homeowners, raising real estate taxes on residents who pay a premium to live along corridors served by Metro
Gail Dalferes

· The county should create committees of residents living around RTV corridors to advise and consult Executive and Planning Board on route recommendations.

· Developer participation on committees should be limited to one, if any, as developer presence was heavy on Task Force

· This approach ensures public support for project needed for it to proceed and for it to meet needs of local residents

Barbara Ditzler, League of Women Voters

· LWV supports the system

· RTV system will be attractive to wide range of users, including commuters, elderly, and disabled.

· Qualities of RTV system will make it attractive to people who drive


· RTV system will have positive impacts on environment and economy

· True social, environmental, and economic costs of public transit v. single vehicle travel that go beyond dollar costs of project need to be publicized

Barbara Falcigno, Greater Olney Civic Association

· GOCA endorsed the Bus Rapid Transit network

· Opposes Special Tax Districts on residents to fund network

· Instead, to fund the system, there are several alternatives:

· Good transit may reduce need for other proposed transportation improvements

· Could be budgeted for in the CIP

· Taxing new and existing commercial property

· Payments made over time

Eileen Finnegan

· Task Force report is long on vision but short on details.  There was limited input or consensus building

· Hillandale has had interest in BRT on New Hampshire Ave

· New Hampshire Line falls in “second tier” of Task Force’s recommendation, despite providing access to FDA and integrating with Purple Line

· Residents are wary of seeing increase in property taxes to fund system

· The Traffic Group’s study which shows nonmedian lanes on New Hampshire Ave need to be addressed by the Task Force with local residents

· There needs to be a better understanding of the potential ridership of this system.  Households were not surveyed to see if people would ride

· BRT pilot on “‘average’” corridor needed to understand who uses system and ridership.

· Ms. Finnegan attached the Traffic Group’s lane treatments on New Hampshire Ave to her written testimony.
Christina Ginsberg, Twinbrook Citizens Association

· Twinbrook neighborhood would be affected by two BRT lines

· Association previously opposed BRT lines in neighborhood.  Opposed a transit center at Veirs Mill and Twinbrook Pkwy. Expressed concerns about losing lanes on Veirs Mill, including service lanes.  Opposed takings of private property for transit center.

· Association opposes BRT if funded through Special Tax Districts

· Neighborhood would be negatively affected by system and be punished by paying for it.  Tax is discriminatory

· Metro and Metro/RideOn buses are under-funded and mismanaged. New system would be redundant and wasteful

· Instead, county should expand existing bus system and add more express service

Ginny Hillhouse

· Lives near ICC.

· ICC has hurt quality of life and busways on the ICC would make the highway noisier

· Montgomery County residents already pay high taxes, shouldn’t have to pay more to fund system

· Special Tax District and added noise from system would further hurt homeowners

· The ICC gutted transportation funds.  Let’s improve situation for residents near it before transit system is built

Jim Humphrey, Chair of MCCF Planning and Land Use Committee

· The Montgomery County Civic Federation (MCCF) resolved on June 11 that:

· The Task Force should hold a public hearing and have the public comments be published as an Appendix to the report

· That funding methods other than Special Tax Districts be considered

· That community residents be involved in alignment decisions along their local routes

· And that these three things happen before RTV project is included in CIP

· As alternative to Special Tax District, the MCCF Planning and Land Use Committee proposes

· Eliminating 50% reduction in transportation impact tax for properties in Metro Station Policy Areas

· In May 2007, planning staff supported eliminating 50% impact tax rate because the financial incentives were of “decreasing value to the county”

· Eliminating impact tax rate reduction on market rate properties in MPDU-bearing projects

· Taxes should not be levied on MPDUs, but reduction on the development should be eliminated

· Using revenue from Transit Facilities Payment  made by new development in areas that, under TPAR, have inadequate transit capacity

· The committee believes that private sector contribution for TPAR-required transportation improvements should increase from 25% in urban areas, 50% in suburban areas, and 75% in rural areas to 50% in urban areas, 60% in suburban areas, and 70% in rural areas.

Tim Knoblach, Greater Capital Area Association of Realtors

· GCAAR represents 8,000 real estate professionals

· GCAAR supports the system as advocates for professionals and homeowners

· We are in the midst of a transition from a suburban to a more urban community

· Public officials must grow economy to ensure competitiveness in regional economy.

· Investment in proposed rapid transit system is most cost-effective way to deal with congestion

· GCAAR represents that RTV system will cost money.  How to configure system will be complicated.  We need to realize TOD capacity

· We hope that local leaders will pressure State to rebuild its commitment to transportation

· Without the system, congestion will increase, balanced development will be stymied, housing affordability will be unachievable, environment and quality of life will deteriorate.

· Should be of the highest priority.

Richard Kreutzberg

· Mr. Kreutzberg is dissatisfied with the county’s policies on library hours, the police disability retirement plan, Pepco, and the school system.

· Taking a lane for the new bus system would cause more congestion.  County should encourage people to leave, as he is doing, to fix congestion. 

Harold McDougall

· For residents of his community, they feel that emphasis is on serving needs of commuters from Upcounty or north of the county instead of downcounty residents.

· BRT makes sense on major routes outside of beltway once the roads like Georgia Avenue have turned into highways

· Planners view neighborhoods and businesses inside or near beltway as “expendable”.  

· BRT should be funded primarily through user fees.  Bonds could be floated, and ridership could pay them off

· BRT routes should be used on the ICC with comfortable stations at intersecting roads, like Route 29.  At those places, individuals could switch to commuter buses. 

· If special tax districts are placed on individuals who cannot take the BRT bus, it would be unfair and unconstitutional.

Patricia Mulready

· The county should create committees of residents living around RTV corridors to advise and consult Executive and Planning Board on route recommendations.

· Developer participation on committees should be limited to one, if any, as developer presence was heavy on Task Force

· This approach ensures public support for project needed for it to proceed and for it to meet needs of local residents

Robert Nelson

· Transit network will have little benefit to upcounty residents and will divert money from projects like the Mid-County Highway

· The travel time on CCT from Clarksburg is twice that of Mid County Highway

· County should use telecommuting, faster fare collection, real-time route information, and bus priority to reduce congestion so expensive BRT network isn’t needed. Ramp metering has worked in other jurisdictions.

· We should use cost-effective measures before expensive ones that increase debt load for Montgomery County

· We should use advanced technology on all bus routes and build delayed roads

Roger Paden

· Supports the Rapid Transit system.

· Most of routes are north-south, which follows the flaw of the Metro system.

· In case Purple Line is not built, we need backup plan.  Bus Rapid Transit could use the right-of-way between Bethesda and Silver Spring.  

· Supports Purple Line but thinks we need to have contingency plans.

Mike Pfetsch

· The Task Force did not consider the impacts of the project on the community.  Therefore, the evaluation of project feasibility is incomplete.

· Under County Executive Duncan, a committee studied BRT on Route 29.  BRT was rejected because of adverse impacts to residents south of New Hampshire Ave.  Individuals involved in that committee were not represented on Task Force. 

· Performance metrics to evaluate success or failure of project have not been defined.  There need to be performance measures on both transportation and community impact.

· Capital projects needed to be carefully selected so that risks are minimized and original need is addressed.  Poor project selection could lead to change in county’s financial ratings. 

Dennis Rodrigues

· Opposes special tax districts near the ICC to pay for rapid transit system, as local residents have already suffered much in the construction and operation of the ICC

· County is taxing residents to death.  Taxes should not be raised to pay for system.  If system cannot support itself through fares, should not be built unless other spending cuts can fund system construction.  

Stewart Schwartz, Coalition for Smarter Growth

· Before CSG’s founding in 1997, Montgomery County had a long history of smart growth including the wedges/corridors plan, the Ag Reserve, MPDUs, and places like Downtown Bethesda.

· Montgomery County has continued this tradition by building Purple Line, creating White Flint plan, CR Zone and this Rapid Transit proposal.

· County must invest in Next Generation Transit by strengthening metro, building the Purple Line, and building a complimentary network of BRT.

· Funding for transit should be shifted from highway projects.  “T” needs to return to TOD.

· A Rapid Transit Network has the following benefits:

· Transit and TOD will reduce traffic, improve access to jobs, reduce air pollution, and absorb population growth

· Today’s highly-educated employees are looking for vibrant urban centers and nearby green spaces.

· Transit reduces oil consumption. 

· Arlington County receives 50% of its tax base on just 11.6% of its land—its two Metro corridors.  Compact, mixed-use development has a larger per square foot tax impact than strip malls

· System will avoid inner suburban decline by giving old neighborhoods new amenities to attract residents

· 80 percent of energy consumption comes from buildings and transportation.  Green buildings and transit offer opportunities for significant CO2 reductions.

· The Coalition recommends:

· That the County seek community input to assist in designing the system.

· That the system be phased so high ridership corridors are built first.

· The system should have the following characteristics:

· Frequent, reliable service

· Pre-paid and rapid boarding from level platforms

· Real time information and clear maps and service

· Dedicated right-of-way

· Improved bicycle and pedestrian access to stations

· Provisions for stormwater management

· Link between Montgomery County and Tysons Corner  

Andrew Wexler

· Supports the system

· Believes dedicated guideways needed throughout system.  Vehicles running in mixed traffic will not attract drivers

· Advocates for better coordination among the regional transit agencies and Park and Planning to make the RTV system integrate with other plans and operations

· Should refer to the system as BRT, not RTV, because county residents are transit-savvy enough to understand what BRT is. New term is confusing.

Cavan Wilk, Action Committee for Transit

· We need both Purple Line and RTV system.  They are complementary.

· Connections among RTV, CCT, Purple Line, and MARC will have multiplier effect because of increased access

· Land-use should be concentrated along new transit corridors

· System won’t succeed if it doesn’t offer better service than existing bus

· Focusing growth on transit corridors will preserve existing neighborhoods
· Transit oriented growth improves quality of life, preserves wilderness areas, and adds to the tax base

James Williamson

· Resident of Four Corners area who served on advisory committee on last master plan

· 1996 plan for busway on Route 29 would not have improved the level of service on the road.
· A single reversible bus lane or express bus will not solve current congestion problem nor will it be able to accommodate additional congestion from proposed 20 to 25 million sq. feet at White Oak

· Was previously little support for a bus line in the median or takings to build a lane.  Doubts there will be more support this time around.

· Previous transportation proposals have disrupted Four Corners neighborhoods in order to make a shorter, easier commute for those from farther out to drive down Route 29. 

· Is “taxed out” and resents potential having to pay for system through taxing district.

James Zepp

· Forty years of involvement in transportation issues

· Worried about elements that the Task Force did not addressed, and worried that system could be counterproductive by promoting sprawl

· Task Force has attempted to secure source of funding without good understanding of what true cost of construction may be

· Task Force members have installed single vision throughout county without regard to local conditions

· Simply because something is successful is another time or environment does not ensure its success in another situation

· Task Force’s report is magnified beyond other similar projects done before

· People have asked “Could it be built”, not “Should it be built?”

· Transit projects almost always go over budget and often over-estimate transit demand. 

· These questions need to be addressed before committing:

· When will establishment of concrete milestones happen?
· When will determinations be made on operations, light timing impacts, and other detailed operations characteristics?
· What forms of public participation will be established?  Need widespread public input

