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includes building support for funding to address our state transportation crisis. 

Our Route 22 coalition was active in support of the 1-78 extension through the Lehigh Valley, 
the Route 33 connection, and the Route 222 bypass. 

For 15 years, our Coalition has sought to build public support for Phase I improvements to the 
Route 22 corridor between the Airport and Fifteenth Street exits. 
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I. Pennsylvania's Transportation System Is In A Crisis!! 

It has been repeatedly stated that the crisis hcing our nation's bridges and highways was brought 
into sharp focus by the August 1,2007 bridge failure in Minneapolis.. .this statement is not true 
in Pennsylvania! The crisis facing our state's hfmtructure came into sharp focus many months 
before the I-35W bridge collapse. 

On November 13,2006, the Pennsylvania Transportation Funding and Reform Commission 
issued its 155-page report, which is the thoughtfid work product of a nine-member, bipartisan 
Commission, appointed on February 28,2005, by our forward-looking Governor. 

The November 13 report repeatedly uses the word "crisis." 

In October 2006, the Pennsylvania Economy League uses the phrase, "aging idrastmcture," in 
its report. 

In May 2007, the respected Urban Land Institute issued its report, "Inhtructure 2007 - A 
Global Perspective," calling our nation's idmstmcture as a "looming crisis." 

It is a fact that our transportation system is in a "crisis" mode. Regrettably, except in 
Pennsylvania, government leaders steer clear of addressing the problems. No one wants to 
confront the realities or future needs. It could mean raising taxes or finding new revenue sources 
and the politicians have enough problems closing budget gaps for health care, police, and schools 
while trying to get re-elected. 

In kt, when has a government leader had the vision to talk about infiastmcture? Has any 
presidential candidate delivered a policy plank on revamping and modernizing the country's 
roads, rails, airports, and power grids? Have you heard a bold address lately by a national leader 
about securing our economic fbture and maintaining our standard of living based on a grand new 
vision for the nation's infrastructure in the 21* century? Unfortunately, for many members of 
Congress, infmstructure policy amounts to securing an earmark of a few million dollars here and 
a few million dollars there for a new road project back in their home district. 

But, in Pennsylvania, we have witnessed political leaders, led by Governor Rendell and this 
Committee, willing to participate in public debates about addressing our infktmcture needs and. 
dedicated funding over a period of years, to address our transportation crisis. 

On May 4,2010, in calling a legislative statement, Governor Rendell forcellly stated the 
commitment and need this way: 

Pennsylvania's long and proud history reminds us that confronting the challenges 
we face, through decisive action, makes all the difference to the people we serve. I 
believe that the same "can don spirit still exists in Pennsyhania today. 



We've done it repeatedly over the last eight years. And in doing so, we have 
dramatically improved our education system; we made investments in our private 
sector that are responsible in large part for our economy suffering less in this 
recession than any industrial state; we have become a world leader in green energy 
jobs and conservation; we have the best prescription drug program for our seniors 
in the nation; we are among a handful of states that offers health insurance to every 
child; and we created programs that are cited by Presidents and federal cabinet 
officials alike as models for the nation. 

Working together, I am confident that we can ensure a better future for 
Pennsylvania and once again make history by giving our Commonwealth the most 
modern and efficient transportation network in the nation. 

II. Federal Rejection of Tolling 1-80 - A Serious Setback!! 

In 2007, the Pennsylvania General Assembly, after long debate, enacted Act 44, a most. 
important piece of legislation to address our transportation crisis. This 1-80 tolling rejection by 
the U.S. Department of Transportation created a $472 million hole in the state's transportation 
budget. 

Over the life of Act 44, that means a loss of $60 billion that will not be available to help rebuild 
and restore aging roads, bridges and public transit systems across the state. 

If no additional money is provided to replace these funds, over the next four years, state-owned 
roads in need of repair will not be fixed. Structurally deficient bridges will not be repaired. 

In addition to the Act 44 funding gap, the latest Pennsylvania Transportation Advisory 
Committee report shows the commonwealth needs to invest an additional $3.5 billion annually 
from federal, state and local sources to meet current ~ t r u c t u r e  maintenance needs. 

Without additional funding, Pennsylvania will have no choice but to delay or cancel 
transportation improvements in every county - putting safety, convenience and on-time delivery 
on the back burner. The longer improvements are idled, the higher the cost to Pennsylvania 
taxpayers to fix them in the future. 

JII. Governor Rendell Urges General Assembly to Find,Funding to Continue Recent 
Improvements to State's Transportation System 

We know of no "silver bullets" to provide the funding needed to continue our attack on the 
transportation crisis. We doubt that, at the knclusion of this Committee's many hearings across 
the state, no "silver bullets" will have been presented - not even a bronze bullet. 

But, a revisit to Governor Rendell's May 4,2010 Address to the Special Session of the General 
Assembly is helpful in seeking possible solutions. 



A. "Do Nothing" Option 

This option was before the General Assembly in the year 2007 debate on transportation funding. 
Fortunately, this option was rejected. Instead, Act 44 was passed. We urge that the "Do Nothing" 
option again be quickly rejected. 

B. Short-Term Fix - Borrow Billion Dollars 

This option would fund the two year "Act 44 hole." As Governor Rendell stated in his May 4 
Address: "[This option] would increase our debt service payments by $80 million for the next 
two decades, but it would certainly provide the minimal level of funding and some breaking 
room." 

Our Route 22 Coalition would support this option. 

C. Option: "Solve Entire Act 44 Funding Problemn 

This option would require the General Assembly to approve "new revenues" sul3icient to fill the 
entire Act 44 funding gap for the next 46 years. Governor Rendell does endorse this option 
because the level of funding that would result is far less than what is needed. 

Our Route 22 Coalition would NOT support this option. The funding is not adequate. Equally 
important, we do not believe the Pennsylvania General Assembly will approve a bill calling for 
"new revenues" - as in "new taxes!" 

D. Option: Publieprivate Partnerships [P3's] 

This option has several "pluses." There are precedents, e.g., Indiana Tollway; Chicago Skyway. 
This option, dependii on "details," might be acceptable to a majority of the General Assembly. 

But, the P3's cannot produce funds immediately or fill the entire funding gap we face over the 
next several years. Therefore, the Route 22 Coalition likely would not support this option. 

E. Other Options: 

1. Increase fees and charges for driver's license, vehicle registration. 

2. Pursue tolling of I-95,I-80, and other Interstates, under terms and conditions acceptable to the 
federal government. 

3. Both of the above and other options acceptable to Governor Rendell and General Assembly. 



F. 800 Pound Gorilla Option: Increase Gas Tax 

On page 7 of Governor Rendell's message on May 4 to the Special Session is a recital of some of 
the factors involved in a possible gas tax increase, including the fact that the Pennmlvania g;as 
tax was last increased many, many years ago. The revenues that would be generated by a flat gas 
tax increase or uncapping the Oil Company Franchise Tax are substantial. 

This option has several pluses: 

not a complex, new law; 
generates substantial revenues; 
a user tax; and 
tax increase long overdue. 

There are several minuses, with this one big minus: almost every candidate running for Governor 
and General Assembly has promised: "no new taxes!!" 

IV. Route 22 Coalition Position 

A leader of the Route 22 Coalition, in a recent The Morning Call op ed, writing in support of a 
Federal Gas Tax Increase, noted: 

My research reveals that our 2008 consumption of gasoline was 138 billion gallons 
per year. Therefore, a 25 cent per gallon increase in the gas tax would raise $34.5 
billion a year of additional revenue to address of infrastructure crisis. In addition, 
numerous studies have confirmed that infrastructure projects provide the "biggest 
bang for the buck" in creating jobs. 

What would such an increase cost the average driver? For a motorist who drives a 
20-mpg vehicle 15,000 miles per year, the 25-cent increase would cost $188 per year, 
or about 52 cents a day. 

I submit that 52 cents a day is a small price to pay given the ripple effect it would 
produce in our economy. In other words, we will not only be flxing our deteridrating 
infrastructure but also providing gainf'ul employment for numerous construction 
workers and employees in many support businesses. 

The Route 22 Coalition, in advocating a gas tax increase, recognizes that there are alternatives 
that must be implemented to truly address our transportation needs. There are alternative modes 
of transportation, primarily mass transit, and different land development patterns, which would 
reduce our dependence on the automobile. There are also alternative billing mechanisms such as 
toll roads, vehicle mile fees in lieu of a gas tax and congestion management fees. 



V. Recent Words of Wisdom from PennDOT's Experienced Secretary, Allen Biehler 

PennDOT's able Secretary, in a Letter to Editor, The Ex~ress Times (a regional, daily 
newspaper) expressed these words of wisdom: 

We stand a t  a crossroads, however. Thorough, credible research released in recent 
days shows Pennsylvania is short to the tune of $3.5 billion a year to keeping 
transportation in good condition. 

If the choice is that the status quo is acceptable, then we are in for a steady and 
accelerating decline...Not too far beyond, other consequences will be felt: more 
bridges closed or restricted; rougher pavement and severe disruptions to commuter 
rail systems as bridges and other components are closed. Then add in the lost jobs, 
diminished economic activity and ruined underpinnings of future prosperity. 

This is the honest picture of where we stand. People simply have to decide where 
they want transportation to go, or not go. My hope is that they base that decision on 
the facts, not misguided perceptions, and make their voice heard in Harrisburg. 

We endorse Secretary Biehler's comments. Our Route 22 Coalition will raise our voices in 
support of action this year to achieve reasonable, responsible legislation that prevents 
Pennsylvania's transportation crisis fiom becoming more serious. 

Thank you for your considerations of this statement. 

Bruce E. Davis, Esq. 
Co-Founder, Route 22 Coalition 
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These troubling factors merit your 
awareness. Maintaining the status quo is 
not an acceptable option. So, how much of 
a fuss are you and I willing to make with 
our public officials in €he Lehigh Valley, 
Hdrrisburg and Washihgton about attack- 
ing our transportation . . crisis? 

Bruce E. Davis of Lower Mcrcungie 
Township is cefounder of the Route 22 
Coalition: 




