
Protecting  Our 

Transportation Investment 
and recognizing the co-benefits 



Revenue or 

Spending Problem? 



I-5 bridge section falls north 

of Seattle 
  

SEATTLE – A large section of a bridge on Interstate 5 north of 

Seattle collapsed Thursday evening, sending vehicles and people 

plunging into the swirling, icy waters of the Skagit River. 



Source:  Overview of Transportation Funding, Legislative 

Analyst’s Office, March 13, 2013 

State Spending Shortfall 



Deteriorating 

Network Quality 
Pavement condition is getting 
worse 



U.S. keeps building new 

highways while letting old ones 

crumble 
McClatchy Newspapers (Curtis Tate and Greg Gordon) 

Posted: 02/03/2013 9:54 AM 

In California, transportation officials estimate 

that 60 percent of the state’s roads and a 

quarter of its bridges need to be repaired or 

replaced, at a projected cost of $70 billion over 

a decade, some $52 billion more than the 

available funds. 

Revenue 

Problem? 



Spending 

Problem? 





Declining 

Purchasing 

Power  
Declining due to inflation, 
increasing fuel efficiency, 
increase construction 
costs 



Declining 

Purchasing 

Power  
Problem is worse when 
gas taxes are main 
funding source 



Source:  Overview of Transportation Funding, Legislative 

Analyst’s Office, March 13, 2013 

Most Funding is 

Local  

 
Federal share … 

smaller, less reliable? 



Especially for Local Streets 
(Fed = 7%-14% since 2005) 

Source:  Streets and Roads Annual Report, 63rd Edition, 

California State Controller, November 29, 2011. 



Expanding the 

Problem, 

Deferring the 

Solution 
 



Dilemma: Level of Service v Asset Preservation 

RLG_FresnoCounty.pdf


We’ve built a transportation network that we can 

no longer afford to operate and maintain with 

current revenue levels, spending practices, and 

performance expectations.  



Do we need more O&M spending? 
 

For Fresno county to achieve a “good” rating:  
 

• Triple current O&M spending, or  
 

• Become more compact and capacity efficient and 
increase spending about 70% 

 
 



 

$165 = Avg. Amount Spent on Coffee (per capita) 

$120 = Avg. Amount Spent on Gas Tax (per capita) 

* $635 = Avg. Amount 

Spent on mid-range 

cell phone package 

Willing to Pay More? 



Traditional Planning Paradigm 
Planning beyond our means… 
 



New Planning Paradigm 
Aligning community values and financial means… 
 



Trends 
Less single family household creation and demand, increased 
single person households and new demand for smaller mixed 
use communities and products, plus… 

 Moving from sprawl to location efficient (eg SCS) 
 

 Moving from single use to multiple use… 
(one travel choice to many travel choices) 



Market Changes  
will be influenced by demographics… 



Trends 



Solutions 
Not just more money… 

Completing the Streets… 

Effective use of existing facilities… 

Source:  http://t4america.org/images/cs-before-after3.jpg 



Land Use Changes 
30-44 percent reduction in trips 
from mixed-use, transit-oriented, 
and infill development patterns… 

 



38% 

10% 

10x 

Potential reduction in upfront 

infrastructure costs  

Potential reduction in police, 

ambulance, and fire service costs 

Potential increase in tax 

revenue generation 

Urban Form Savings 
Building Better Budgets by Smart 
Growth America, 2013 

Compact Urban Development versus 
Conventional Suburban Development 



Network Investment 

Changes 
Spending like a Business or a Utility? 



Lifetime Cost 

and Benefit 

FP Labs Spreadsheet.xls


  New Imperatives? 
 

 Federal Funding: MAP-21 

  

 Legal 
 

• impact on dependents and 

environment if agency spends on 

highways vs transit 
 

• effect if highway on sprawl  



Spending Decisions and Priorities 

Expect less funding 

Prioritize O&M 

Emphasize  
TSM and TDM 
 over capacity 



Alignment Example 

for Local Agencies 
Increase utilization…   



Questions & 

Discussion 


