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Trangportation is regpongble for more than two-thirds of our
nation®oil consumption and nearly athird of our carbon dioxide
emissons To make usmoreenergy independent and reduce pol-
Iution, we need to build a trangportation sysem that usesless
oil, takes advantage of aternative fuels and shifts as much of
our travel aspossble from trangportation modesthat consume
alot of energy to those that consumeless

Public trangportation meetsthisneed by getting people to work
and school usgng lessoil and creating less pollution than driv-
ing. Lag year, people drove fewer miles and replaced many of
these tripsby usng more public trangportationN record growth
that haslargely carried over to 2009. Many gatessaw dramatic,
record-breaking growth in annual trangt ridership lag year, as
detailed in Table 1.

Nationwide, in 2008 transt ridership rose by 4 percent and people
drove nearly 4 percent lessthan they did the year before. Overall,
Americanstook approximately 10.7 billion tripsviapublic trans
portation lag year, savingmorethan 4 billion gallonsof gasoline.
Thisisequivalent to the gasoline used by more than 7.2 million
carsayearN nearly asmany carsasare registered in Forida, the
fourth larges gate. While thisisa major gep towards reducing
our dependence on ail, our country needsto make longgridesin
advancingmoreeficient trangportation in order to achieveenergy
independence. In 2008, the U.S. spent more than $700 billion
on ail, of which nearly $400 billion wasgpent on petroleum from
other countries? If we doubled the nation®current ridership of
public trangportation, we could reduce oil usage in this country
comparable to what we import each year from Saudi Arabia.

In terms of globa warming, public trangportation reduced car-
bon dioxide emissons the leading cause of climate change, by
37 million tonsin 2008. The latet science indicates that we
need to reduce global warming pollution 80 percent below 1990
levels by 2050 to gave off the mos severe impacts of climate
change. Mesetingthisgod will requireemissonsreductionsfrom
all sctorsof the economy, especially the trangportation sector,
which isthe second larges and fases growing source of carbon
dioxide pollution.

This report details the dramatic growth of public trangporta
tion in 2008, and the corregponding energy and environmental
benebts Thex detailsare viewed in light of fewer milesdriven
in mog gateslagt year. It also documentstrandt growth across
the country continuing into thisyear, highlightsfuture poten-
tia benebts and outlines ways to improve the gate of public
trangortation.

Excuie Summary

Table 1N States with strong transit ridership growth, 2008

SNE RFercent annual iease/dezaise 2008
Nah éplina 16%
louisiana 16%
Mayrland 15%
Aipna 12%
Celaae 10%
Uah 10%
Idaho 10%
Washiragt 9%
Indiana 9%
®lado 8%
Mssouri 8%
Gayia 8%
SuthaBlina 7%
@lifornia 6%
Mchigan 6%
xlahoma 6%
New Hangshir 6%
lllinois 6%
®nnécut 5%
Mnnesota 5%
Rhodsland 5%
Akansas 5%
[V])] 5%
kerucky 5%
New Jersey 5%
Neada 5%
\ermon 4%
\liginia 4%
FRennsghia 4%
Maine 3%
Massachusetts 3%
Dstricofdumbia 3%
Horida 3%
Kansas 3%




The Reianship Bedgrilranspdation
and Oil Dependence

In the United States, about two-thirdsof all oil useisfor trans
portation, or nearly 13 million barrelsof oil per day. However,
the U.S. only produces8.5 million barrelsof oil aday domesti-
cally, making us dependent on other countriesto support our
oil dependency.?

Asapercentage of total U.S. oil consumption, net oil imports
haverisen from about 36 percent in 1975to 58 percent in 2007.3

Of the energy used in the trangportation sector, nearly all of it
(98 percent) isderived from petroleum products* Today, alter-
nativefuel vehiclesare only 4 percent of theentire automobile
[3eet in the United States Asareault of their higher cog and
srong competition from conventiona gasoline-powered ve-
hicles aternative fuel vehiclesand gasoline hybridsare likely
to have only a modedt, albeit growing, potential for reducing
U.S. ail usein the coming decades By 2035, projected market
share of vehicleswith cleaner technol ogiesal onewould reduce
oil conaumption by 10 percent below 2000 levels®

Enacted after the oil shocks of the 1970 federal and date
Corporate Average Fuel Economy (CAFE) gandards have
been acritical factor in moderating gasoline demand growth,
even while the number of carson the road and the milesthey
traveled increased.

In 2008, gasprice ikescombined with the economic recesion
totemper demand for trangportation fuels resultingin adropin
overal U.S. ail consumption. Oil demand decreased 6 percent
from 2007 to 2008, from 20.7 million barrels of oil consumed
per day to 19.5 million barrelsper day.?

Publidranspdation $es Recordv@indn 2008

As an alternativeto driving, public transportationusageaose

sharplyin 2008.Americanstook 10.7billion transittrips last

yearthe highestievelof ridershipin 52years.This represents

a 4 percentincreaseover the numberof trips takenin 2007
on public trangportation, while at the same time, Vehicle
Miles Traveled(VMT) on our nation®roadsdeclinedby 3.6
percent in 2008.

This transit ridershiprecordcontinuesa long-termtrend of

Cong

A Transpatation accountsrfabout two-this of all LS oil
useNnearly 13 million bals of oil per dgyPhotaviatt
Lemmon.)

portation. In 2008the following transitmodessawsignibcant
growth:

s ,IGHRTAINM O E BN R E EATNODARRCEL HRA DS
thehighed percentage of annual ridership growth
among all mdesNan 8.3 percent increase.

s (EAVRAISUBVADERSHIEPERCENT
s # OMMUBRRALRCEFHPINASDBY  PERENT
s "USERWILENNCR BAS P ER CANND

in communitieswith a population of lessthan

100,000, bus services saw an annual ridership
increase of 9.3 perceftt.

RublicTrangportation= LessRdllution, LessQl

public transportationgrowth. Since 1995, transit usagenas The record number of transt trips taken in 2008 saved as
average@.5percentannualgrowth,almosttriple (2.5times) much gasoline asisconsumed by 7.2 million carsin ayear; by
the population growth rate and nearly double (1.8 times) theomparison, Aorida, the nation®fourth biggest sate, had 7.4
growth rate for VMT on our nation®highwaysfor the same million carsregigered in 2007.1* While public trangportation
periad ® al uses dgnibcant amounts of fuel, it helpsto conserve fuel

and reduce pollution by carrying more passengerson aper mile

Record ridership showsclear, growingdemand for publictrans  bassthan carswith snge occupants

#



Rail trandt, such assubwaysand light rail, emit little or no pol-
lution. Other public trangportation options such asbusesand
commuter rail, primarily use diesel. With advancesin cleaner
and renewable fuels, public trangportation is becoming more
effcient and less polluting over time, and many newer transt
vehiclesare powered by cleaner diesel, compressed natural gas
liquebPed natural gas hydrogen fuel cells and hybrid technol-
ogy. Already, public trangportation consumes about half the
energy of automobiles on a per mile bass!? These advances
will further reduce public transportation®reliance on oil and
reduce emissons

The Reianship Bedgnlranspdation
and Globaharmingdtlution

doubled, while the country® population increased by little
morethan athird. While recentyearshaveseeralevelingoff
of per-capitaVMT growth, current modelsesimate continued
growth in overall miles driven, with a 60 percent increase
in total VMT through 2030if policiescontinue to promote
land developmentwith automobilesasthe primary mode of
transport!® Overall VMT is expectedio growoverthe long
run dueto populationgrowth and travel behaviorcharacter
izedbyincrease trip frequencyincreases trip lengthand
distance and a growingrelianceon singleoccupantcarsand
trucksfor tripsnecesstated by current development patterns'®

Landusepatternsandpoliciesin the United Statesaredriven
by the needfor highwaysand parkingfor increasinghumbers
of cars and trucksN presently, the U.S. has more regisered

Transportation is the second largest source of global warmumhicles in total (244 million) and per capita (81 per 100

emissionshehindelectricity production,andthe fastesgjrow
ing sourceof suchpollution, accountingfor nearlyhalf of the
increasen total U.S. globalwarmingemission®verthe past
two decade¥.

Global warmingemissiongrom transportationarea resultof
three factors:

s QUEEICIANNOECHNOLOGY
s ,IFECCBQREMNSSOBGNELS
S (OWUGHEOPREXB EAS UNGED

In termsof efbciencythe Obamaadministrationannounced

residentsthan any other countryin the world!” Vasturban
and suburban gorawl necessitates frequent automobile use
for everydayactivitiesNmultiple trips daily for work, school,
shopping and entertainment.

In additionto the largequantitiesof fuel consumedndglobal
warmingemissiongroduced this cardependencyegatively
impacts the environment in other ways:

s SECREAIREADITEG M AGIOTHER
pollutants from vehicles;

s SECREWBHEBRADIUKF®I IGHWAFRM
waterrunoff (one of the largestcontributorsto
groundwater contamination;

new CAFE guidelines that incorporate California's advanced

emissonsgandardstoraisefuel effciency, asexpressed in miles
pergallon(mpg) of gasolineln May 2009 ,the administration
proposedaisingthe CAFE standardor newcarsandtrucksto

havea Reetaveragef 35.5mpgby 2016.Currently, newcars

Right now Americadentire passengerehicle Reetaverages
about 20.8 mpg, creating approximately 19.4 poundsof carbon
dioxide emissions per gallon of gasoline bur¥ed.

Furthermorecurrentadvancesn lower carbonfuels,suchas
biodiesel,cellulosicethanol and clean electricity may have
signibcanpotentialfor reducingtransportationoil use Right
now, Congressisworkingto passlegidation that would encour-
agethe developmenbf lowercarbontransportationfuels.In
addition, 11 gatesin the Eagern and Mid-Atlantic region

have committed to develop a single low-carbon fuel standd

to create a larger market for cleaner fuels.

While CAFE standardsreachievinggainsin fuel efbciency
and our country is making gridesin low carbon fuels this
progressvill be offsetif peoplecontinue to drive at present
levels.Current land usepolicies,developmentpatterns,and
the transportationinfrastructuranvestmentghey entail tend
to encouragdriving, which will resultin a net increasen
trangportation sector oil consumption and global warming
pollution if VMT growth continues on its present course.

Between 1977 and 2007, driving (as measured in VMT)

s  OSSPPEENPAEERMBNYETLABBSD

A In 2008Jight ail had the highest perceatafjannual
rideship gowth among allansit modesNan 8.3 percent
incease(Photo - Houston Light EalilShipul.)



A With advances iteaner fuej$ike this bus running in
compessed natal gaspublic tanspatation is becoming raor
efbcient and less pollutivey ime(Photo - So Cal Mzjr

is consumedor low-densityhousingand com-
mercial development;

parkinglots with high surfaceradiative proper
ties; and

S )NCREASD ENERGY AND HESOURE GONSUMPTION
for trangporting goods and people within and
between sprawling communities.

VM [psTransitt®ps In

In 2008, overall milesdriven droppedto the lowestlevel in
PveyearsA signibcantontributing factorto reducediriving
wasa 16 percentincreasen fuelprices from $2.81pergallon

in 2007to $3.26 per gallonin 2008 While peoplegener

ally travellessduringtimesof reducedeconomicactivity and
higherfuel prices stateVMT andtransitagencydatasuggest

a correlation where increased transit replaces many trips that
would otherwise be taken in passenger cars?® Nationwide,
transitis estimatedo reduceVMT by morethan 102 billion
miles driven per yedt

The proportion of trips replaced by trangt varies widely,
from 1 or 2 percentin non-urbanareaswith minimal transit
servicesfo up to nearly half of reducedautomobiletrips in
denseaurbanareasvith comprehensivéransitsystemsuchas
Washington, D.C.

Regardlessf urbandensityor prevalencef transit, lastyear®
VMT and ridership satigicssugges that thefewer milespeople
drove,the morethey utilizedtransit. This is demonstratedn
the Table 2, accruing benebts to nearly all states:

s  3TAESCINTANNGEENE LRBAN METRIPOLTAN AHEAS

s (EAT |SERMENCHSREBBPEMPERATURE S Wthextensvepublictransportation ygemssuch
increaxzdueto concentrationsof roadsand paved

as Pennsylvania, New Jersanyd lllinois;

Table 2: Tansit ridership, ¥hicle Miles Taveled (VMT) by state, 2007-2008

2007 2008 2007 2008 Incease/ | 2007ehicle | 200&/M | VM
populdon | popultion | transit trips transit trips decease | miles tneeled | (millions) | incease
(1,000s) | (1,000s) (millions) decease
Ter 1 h@se wa sasigimantlyedwed Ml and sigmtly ima&eddnsitdership in 2008
louisiana | 4,373,3104,410,79620,826 | 24,062 | 16% 38,070 36,364 | -4%
Mafland | 5,618,8995,633,59/7135,937 156,070 | 15% 52,159 50,321 -4%
Celaae 861,953 873,092 8,786 9,669 10% 8,658 8,390 -3%
Uah 2,668,9252,736,42443,911 48,130 10% 21,677 20,810 | -4%
Idaho 1,496,1451,523,8162,650 2,902 10% 13,143 12934 | -2%
Indiana 6,335,8626,376,79227,653 | 30,023 | 9% 61,270 58,880 |-4%
®lado 4,842,7704,939,45694,044 101,932 8% 45,839 44,630 |-3%
Mssouri 5,878,3995,911,60572,141 77,614 |8% 59,061 56,698 -4%
Gaygia 9,523,2979,685,744161,821 173,985 | 8% 102,058 97,250 -5%
SuthaBlina 4,404,914 4,479,8008,699 9,320 7% 45,874 44192 | -4%
@lifornia | 36,377,5386,756,666,338,795 1,423,980 6% 302,352 286,706 | -5%




2007 2008 2007 2008 Incease/ | 2007ehicle 2008/M | VM
populdon | popultion | transit trips transit trips decease | miles tneeled | (millions) | incease
(1,000s) | (1,000s) (millions) decease

Mchigan | 10,049,7900,003,4226,377 91,649 6% 96,521 92,163 | -5%
klahoma | 3,608,123 3,642,3616,540 6,913 6% 40,329 38,645 -4%
lllinois 12,825,8092,901,56832,116 | 667,589 6% 94,254 90,483 | -4%
@nn&cut | 3,489,8683,501,25237,343 | 39,394 5% 30,116 28,692 | -5%
Rhodsland 1,053,136 1,050,78824,023 | 25,296 5% 8,235 7,810 -5%
laa 2,983,3603,002,55521,647 | 22,709 5% 25,813 23,743 | -8%
New Jersey8,653,126 8,682,661338,913 | 354,616 5% 70,214 67,405 | -4%
\iiginia 7,698,7757,769,08968,320 | 71,071 4% 75,933 72,896 | -4%
Fennsghia | 12,419,9302,448,27862,577 479,987 4% 97,464 93,355 -4%
Ter 2hése wa samdestelyediexd M and sigamitly ireseddnsitdership in 2008
Nah éplina 9,041,5949,222,41445,437 | 52,697 | 16% 92,061 89,783 -2%
Aibna 6,353,4216,500,18078,089 | 87,084 |12% 55,848 56,144 1%
Washirggt | 6,449,511 6,549,224189,496 | 206,886 9% 51,220 50,145 -2%
New Hanmgpshiz12,256 1,315,8091,326 1,401 6% 12,454 12,329 -1%
Mnnesota 5,182,3605,220,39395,357 100,450 5% 53,773 52,697 -2%
Akansas | 2,830,5572,830,55[77,193 7,558 5% 27,670 26,819 -3%
Neada 2,554,344 2,600,16774,262 | 77,684 5% 20,156 20,262 1%
kerucky 1,964,402 1,984,35625,485 26,673 5% 41,439 41,439 0%
Kansas 2,777,382 2,802,1345,209 5,344 3% 26,093 25,493 | -2%
Ter 3 hdse ®a sasigmantlyedwed MI' and deately ireseddnsitdership in 2008
Maine 1,315,3981,316,4562,915 3,016 3% 13,638 12,742 | -7%
Massachuséi467,9156,497,967393,007 406,524 3% 52,463 49,583 | -5%
Washiragt, D687,868 591,833 | 415,395 428,905 | 3% 3,541 3,330 -6%
Horida 18,199,5288,328,34062,596 | 269,422 | 3% 187,502 186,658 | -0%
Newbrk 19,429,3169,490,293,811,939 3,906,545 2% 126,137 119,050 |-6%
Ennessee  6,149,1166,214,88828,792 29,499 | 2% 63,217 60,688 | -4%
Gegon 3,735,549 3,790,060123,456 | 126,156 2% 30,794 29,716 | -4%
New Me | 1,964,4021,984,35611,042 11,223 (2% 21,317 21,348 0%
VWestiiginia | 1,809,836 1,814,4683,809 3,854 1% 18,168 17,535 |-3%
Ter 4 h@se ®&a saminimal oeddoons iVIV and/or minimal eeaedansitdership in 2008
\ermon 620,748 621,270 3,408 3,549 4% 7,003 7,073 1%
Bas 23,843,4324,326,97291,738 297,508 2% 212,228 204,155 | -4%
Wsonsin | 5,598,8935,627,96773,380 | 74,722 | 2% 53,065 51,367 |-3%
nio 11,477,6411,485,91035,463 135,844 0% 98,015 94,095 | -4%
Aabama | 4,626,5954,661,9004,965 4,919 -1% 53,837 50,373 | -6%
Mssissippi | 2,921,0302,938,6181,283 1,108 -14% 37,530 37,668 0%

Sources: Federal Highway Administratiomafibc Wlume Tends 1998-2007; Governors Highway Safety Association 2008;
American Public Tansportation Association Ridership Rep@Q08; National Tansit Database. Some states were omitted
due to incomplete VMT and/or transit ridership data, to include AK, HI, MID, NE, PR, SD and WY

%



s 3TAIESWTHADMINANTURBRAN (ENTERNTHTRNS T
systemsuchas Georgia,Louisiana,and Utah;
and

s STATEONTAMIIDNGS MEDR O POR ER/SN
with modestbut growingtransit systemsuchas
Arkansas, lowa, and Oklahoma.

Furthermore even stateswith minimal reductionsin VMT

gill saw appreciable gainsin public trangportation usage where
signibcantystenexpansiorallowedthesenetworksto meet
burgeoninglocal demandfor transit service,suchasNorth

Carolina and Arizona.

Ewinnmental Beneltsr-
Publidranspdation - 2008

Public transportationis an effectivewayto reducetranspor
tation energy use and carbon dioxide pollution. Each year,
commutergshat choosetransit over driving help cut energy
usein the transportationsectorby an amountequivalentto
1.8 billion gallonsof gasolinenationally, and reducecarbon
dioxide emissionsy 16.2 million metric tons. Furthermore,
combined with savings realized by reduced congegion and
secondary land useand travel reduction impacts, trandt reduces
overall national energyuseby an amountequivalentto 4.2
billion gallonsof gasolineand cutscarbondioxide emissions
by 37 million metric tons annualR?

Sate Benebtom
Publidranspdation - 2008

An estimated14 million Americansride public transporta
tion eachweekdayrepresentingabout5 percentof the U.S.
workingpopulation.If this leveldoubledo onein 10working
Americansregularlyusingtransit, U.S. relianceon foreignoil

coulddeclineby morethan 40 percent,or nearlythe amount
of oil imported from Saudi Arabia each yé&ar

Table 4 illugrates fuel and carbon savings from each date

A Nationwidgransit is estimated &duce vehH&miles
traveled (VMT)yhmoe than 102 billion mileswémn pergar
(PhotoNJessica Darnaay

in 2008 dueto increasedransit ridership.In orderto fully

capitalizeon opportunitiesto reduceoil dependencetransit

investmentmustboth benebtestablishedransit strongholds
in urbanareasaswell asseizggrowth potential in promising
dates like lowa, Kansas, Maine, New Mexico, North and

South Carolina, New Hampshireand Vermont, which have
moderately-sizedities and majority non-urbanpopulations,
yet rapidly rising demand for transit serviées.

Table 3NNational energyenvironmental benebts from public transportation, 2008

Enegy saings (in billions of gasolinaleqtiv@) emissioadution (million metrams)
Redumnybdét use of publit.80 16.20
tanspdron (veréte ghicle
usage)
Fuelansumedploiblic -1.38 -12.30
tanspgdronahicles
Reduion viangestion mndtig@ 34 3.00
Sondgeduon viedwed | 3.40 30.10
tael distarfacitéd Yo public
tansparonvailabifit
TOAL REDUGN 4.16 37.00

Sources: ICF International, SAIC

&



Table 4: Fuel, carbon reductions via transit usage, 2008

2007N2008
transit trips

2008dtal
transit trips

2008dtal gallon
of gasolinevsd

s2008dtal bns
@reduced

Euialent annu
gasolinesags

incease (1,000s{1,000s) through transit | through transit| in numbers afg
Aabama -50 4,900 1,913,000 17,000 3,300
Aibna 8,990 87,000 33,875,000 305,000 58,700
Akansas 370 7,500 2,940,000 26,000 5,000
Glifornia 85,180 1,423,900 553,928,000 4,992,000 960,100
®lado 7,890 101,900 39,651,000 357,000 68,700
@nnécut 2,050 39,300 15,324,000 137,000 26,500
Celaae 880 9,600 3,761,000 33,000 6,500
Dstricofdlumbia | 13,510 428,900 166,843,000 1,503,000 289,100
Horida 6,830 269,400 104,805,000 | 944,000 181,600
@aia 12,160 173,900 67,680,000 609,000 117,300
Idaho 250 2,900 1,128,000 9,000 1,900
lllinois 35,470 667,500 259,692,000 | 2,340,000 450,100
Indiana 2,370 30,000 11,679,000 105,000 20,200
loa 1,060 22,700 8,833,000 79,000 15,300
Kansas 140 5,300 2,078,000 18,000 3,600
kerucky 1,190 26,600 10,375,000 93,000 17,900
louisiana 3,240 24,000 9,360,000 84,000 16,200
Maine 100 3,000 1,173,000 10,000 2,000
Mayland 20,130 156,000 60,711,000 547,000 105,200
Massachusetts | 13,520 406,500 158,137,000 1,425,000 274,100
Mchigan 5,270 91,600 35,651,000 320,000 61,700
Mnnesota 5,090 100,400 39,075,000 352,000 67,700
Mssissippi -170 1,100 431,000 3,000 700
Mssouri 5,470 77,600 30,191,000 271,000 52,300
Neada 3,420 77,600 30,218,000 271,000 52,300
New Hamgpshir | 70 1,400 544,000 4,000 900
New Jersey 15,700 354,600 137,945,000 | 1,243,000 239,100
New Me 180 11,200 4,365,000 39,000 7,500
Newbrk 94,610 3,906,500 | 1,519,646,000 13,696,000 2,634,000
Ndh &blina 7,260 52,600 20,499,000 184,000 35,500
nio 380 135,800 52,843,000 475,000 91,500
lahoma 370 6,900 2,688,000 23,000 4,600
Gegon 2,700 126,100 49,074,000 442,000 85,000
FRennsghia 17,410 479,900 186,714,000 | 1,682,000 323,600
Rieto Ric 710 29,000 11,292,000 101,000 19,500
Rhodsland 1,270 25,200 9,840,000 88,000 17,000




2007N2008  2008dtal 2008dtal gallons2008dtal ons  Euialent annu
transit trips transit trips | of gasolineved | Mreduced gasolinewags
incease (1,000s{1,000s) through transit | through transit| in numbers afg
SuthaBlina 620 9,300 3,625,000 32,000 6,200
Ennessee 710 29,400 11,475,000 102,000 19,800
Bas 5,770 297,500 115,730,000 | 1,042,000 200,500
Uah 4,220 48,100 18,722,000 168,000 32,400
\ermon 140 3,500 1,380,000 11,000 2,300
\iginia 2,750 71,000 27,646,000 249,000 47,900
Washiragt 17,390 206,800 80,478,000 724,000 139,400
VWéstiiginia 40 3,800 1,499,000 13,000 2,500
Wsonsin 1,340 74,700 29,066,000 261,000 50,300
Othertett 4,000 92,000 35,788,000 322,000 62,000
Other modes** | 18,000 477,000 185,553,000 1,672,000 321,600
TOAL 430,000 4,155,864,000 37,423,000 7,201,100

SourcesEnvironment America Researchand Policy Center, American Public TransportationAssociationRidershipReport
2008;National Transit Database*Estimatedtransit ridershipfor AK, HI, MT, ND, NE, PR,SD and WY basedn available
2007and2008reportedridership **Other modesincludeinterstatecommuterrail andestimatechon-reportedransitridership.

Publidranspdation Gntinues Gvth In 2009

During the brstsix months of 2009, Americanstook nearly
5.5billion trips on public transportation,suggestingnother
banneryearof ridershipgrowth. Despiterelatively low gase

line prices,an economicrecessionand lower transit system
revenues public trangportation growth isexpected to continue

at sronglevels annualized currently at about 2.5 percent. This
growthrel3ectsafavorableshift relativeto VMT, whichin the

brst quarter of 2009 declined by 1.7 percéént.

Many sysemsthroughout the country are experiencingdouble
digit growthontop of gainsseenastyear Much of this growth
is occurringin smallercitiesand suburbarareasvith modest
transitservicesin additionto traditional largecitiesthat have
extensivepublictransportationnetworks asdetailedin Table
5 and &ble 6.

Transitysemsacingrsis

Ironically, just astransit systemsre experiencinga growing
demand for their service, budget cutshave madeit increasngly
difbeult for many trandt sysemsto continue providing current
Frvices to say nothing of expandingto meet growing demand.

Lastyear budgetsf public transit systemscrosghe country
were affected asrapidly risng gaspricesprompted many people
to opt for transit, just astransit systemoperatingcostswere
increasingdueto mounting maintenanceneedsand volatile
fuel prices.More recently the economicdownturn hasim-
pacted publictrangt sygemsthrough declinesin local, regional

and staterevenuesA tragic exampleof the consequencesf
theseshortfallsis highlighted in the recentsubwaycrashon
the WashingtonD.C. Metro on June22, 2009, wherenine
peoplewerekilled andmorethan 70 injured in Junewhena
train slammednto anothertrain stoppedon the tracksnear
the Marylandstateline, partly asaresultof overduemainte-
nance need¥.

The AmericanPublicTransitAssociationconductedasurvey
of transit agencies in May 2009 and found the following:

s 4AHEMPAGCREVENUEAREIDESPREAD

with more than 80 percent of public transit
systemseporting 3at or decreasetbcal and/or
regional funding. Revenue declinesaverage more
than 12 percentamongagenciesvith adecrease
in regional or local funding.

s - GETHAN  PERENT G-TRN\ST SISBMISHAE
seen3ator decreasefiindingfrom statesources.
Among those sysems facing a decrease, the
averagealeclinewasmorethan 20 percentwith
several reporting the elimination of all gate

funding.

s | MONGTRNST S'SEMS FAONG DECHRAED LOAL
regiona and/or gate funding, nearly nine in 10
(89 percent) hadto raisefaresor cut service; three
in four (74 percent) have raised fares and more
than 60 percent have cut service. Nearly haf (47
percent) have both raised faresand cut service.



Table5: Busridershipgrowth, mid-year2008to mid-year2009

Agengc Gty Sate Trips (1st | Rercent gwth
half 2009) (1st half 20@8
1st half 2009)

Unians #yCofdds/ASUCD Qs CA 2,074,567 8%
fot BndoQty Bblig#ansperon Hous X 60,161 8%
Plar @ity Bpamerofubliddrks Saamedn CA 37,698 7%
longaAclansit Llos hgelesrigedich-&ana CA 15,024,8167%
@ldent&BdgeHiglay antanspdion | Sandhciskland CA 26,058 7%
Dstric

Metmpolitdgansiutoyitofi&dck Whadlity | Wterloo IA 229,027 7%
Qty ofdngech NewbriNeark NWJ-CT195,168 7%
IneciyTansit Qympiaey WA 2,249,983 7%
Beetifansit Sdle VWA 1,295,040 6%
Ciler i Municipal Bnes Llos hgelesrigedich-&ana CA 3,014,231 6%
Qty of Uniyr&hsiivision Sandncis€akland CA 230,525 6%
@avilldansiy&m lona By IA 260,972 6%
Qty oflucson ucson AZ 10,537,25%%
Rersidansiganc RersidBareBidmo CA 3,234,389 5%
Thousarak&nsit Thousarak® CA 90,252 5%
Unersitofua lona By IA 1,924,503 5%
FRete Aadidinedranspdion Unidmvn-@hnellsville A 59,245 5%
Qly ofr&kleyfansieies Geeley © 260,585 4%
Bite Quty Asstioia ob&rnmiesn Qiio CA 633,370 | 4%
Sandyo Myolitdqansiy&m Sandyo CA 14,380,1914%
laa B/ Tansit loa (B 1A 994,639 4%
Benr&nklifansit kKennewigghland VA 1,926,326 3%
Qly ofdls Wgelespamearofanspgdion | los Wgelesrigeach-Sana CA 16,204,218%
fond dadm®&ansit fond dad- Wi 67,552 3%
Quldstdansit Sandyo CA 1,753,821 3%
Sana Moy Bie B los hgelesrigeBich-&ana CA 10,544,958%
An dofanspdron uthoyit An dor Mi 2,954,922 3%
Betendbransiy&m aenpor IA-IL 86,646 3%
®ldempeTansiidiric Bakrspeld CA 3,659,520 2%
Madansiepamen & ofl Bso B Rso ™*NM 6,328,433 2%
Reninsutaror d@nersdaa SanmgnAcistkland CA 762,894 2%
lasr@es Baansit lasr@es NM 316,301 1%
Plar @ty Bpamerofublidorks Saameén CA 400,666 | 1%
Huds@ansit Lirles NewbriNeark NWJ-CT1,744,899 1%
Qarlasvilansieie Qarlasville \A 855,405 1%
Qty ofl&andria/td&@up Washirayt DGA-MD1,965,796 1%
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Table 6: Light rail ridership growth, mid-year 2009 compared to mid-year 2008

Light &l Rlership heass - Mida¥ 2009@Gpaed @ Midedr 2008

Agenc Gty Sate Trips Jan 09 | Rercent gwith
to Jun 09) | (from Jan 08 t

Jun 08)

MassachusgiesnBdron uthoyit | Boain M\-NH-RI| 52,300,400 | 26%

SandAcisdMunicipaidr Sandnacis€akland CA 24,811,088 20%

Ndh QutyTansiidiric Sandyo CA 857,078 19%

KingpGty Bpamerrofanspdron - Sile WA 211,089 15%

MetTansiivision

Saamen Bgionelnsiidiric Saameén CA 8,536,500 | 10%

los gelesuy Meipolitan los gelesrigeBich-&ana CA 22,646,322 | 3%

Tanspdron wthoyit

Cener &jionenspdronibiric CenerAupoa © 9,857,338 | 1%

Source: National Tansit Database

s | MONGTHCE PUBLC TRINST SISEMS FDUaNG
service, nearly two-thirds (65 percent) have
eliminated or reduced off-peak serviceand nearly
half (48 percent) havereducedthe geographic
coverage of public transit service.

S -OREHANPERGCEMARTICIRGENNGE S
reportedhigher ridershipin the brstquarterof

Table 7: Tansit revenue breakdown, 2005

16.9%
28.2%

—

20.2%

LoalFe] income,,qalpdy tas
Fes
Fderaludttaesgeneral fund

]

State - Fuel, income and sales taxe¥st

Source: National Surface Transportation Policy and Revenue
Study Commission

2009 overthe sameperiad lastyeardespitede-
clining economicconditions,lower fuel prices,
and in some cases higher fares and decreased
service.

additionalactionsareunderconsiderationwith
two-thirdsof trandt agenciesconsdering service
cuts, and one-half consdering fare increases
some for the second time.

Thediredraitsof manytrangt agenciesresult fromalongterm
trend of decliningfunding support. Transt revenuescomefrom
a variety of sources, according to the breakdowrainlg 7.

In recent years the amount of revenues Rowing to transt
maintenance, operationsand expanson hasnot kept pacewith
increasgng demand for services, ancefarescover only aportion
of transit serviceand systentostsln 2002,total revenuegor
public transportationprovided$4.71pertransit trip from all
sourcesN federal, sate and local funding, alongwith passenger
faresNwhich hasfallen to $4.48pertrip in 2008 (adjusting
for inRation), asillugrated below. If the digarity between
resourceanddemandcontinuesto grow our national transit
network will becomeincreasingly lessand lessableto meet the
daily trangportation needsof millionsof citizens aswell aslimit
the tremendougotential energysavingsand environmental
benebts from public transportation.

Many transit systemsrefacingthe difbculttaskof reducing
service and/or raising fares in order to sustain operations,
asdetailedbelow The benebtof increaseduisageof public
trangportation cutsboth ways, asboth large and smaller trangt

@F&c’tﬁaHﬂancegrowingusemeedsmth increas
Imited Tesources.
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Table 8: Tansit revenue per trip, all sources 2002-2008

. z

S $8.00 12,008

g -

£ $6.00 _— Tearerenyger ansit i e

o —_— T T —— =TT 10,006

S =

% $4.00 ~ Ttal @nsit tap é

2 =

£ $2.00 8,0008

2002 2004 2006 2008 .
Source: National fansit Database
Table 9: Tansit agencies facing service reductions and/or fare increases, 2009

Gty Sate | Agenc Swice CutTar In@aset
Kingman AZ Kingmaead&gyioneinsit Y
Phoenix detr AZ \alley Metr Y 40%
Aamedafia GstaoGlies CA ACransit Y 14%
Qo CA Bite Bgionknsit 40%
Onia Gsteo(ty CA @uty Gnnéon Y 14%
Onia GstaoCty CA Ti-Blt&ansit 40%
@i GstaoCGty CA WestTA Y
Hollist ality CA SareBi Quty Exgss Y
longech CA longdacransit 22%
Moteey CA MoteeySalinemsit 20%
Nasralk CA NosalKansit Y 20%
QGange@y CA Qange@yTansgdron uthoyit Y 20%
Rwerside CA Rwersidansiganc Y
Saamdn CA Fegionknsit Y 13%
SareBhadino CA Onnigms 12%
Sandgo CA Metmpolitaansiy&m Y 13%
Sandhcisc CA SanghcisdVuniciaalsgdron genc Y 33%
SandncieSan Jadey CA @ltain Y 11%
Sandncise/Bea CA By feadpidansit Y 17%
San Joaquin CA San JoamgioREnsiidiric Y
San Jose CA Sana [@a\alleyanspdron uthoyit Y 14%
Saruislélspo CA Saruls lilsp@onensiugoyit 25%
San ida CA Saians Y 17%
Sana 8rbar CA MID Sar@rbar Y 40%
Saa Moaic CA San Moy BieB Y
Dnomaudy CA DnomauBTansit Y




Gty Sate | Agenc Swice Cutfar Inaaser
Sockin-San Jose CA AtamoBmmert Exss 3%
Drane CA Pranefansit 100%
TiAalleyeBion CA Liermerfadydlleyansiugoyit 14%
\allejo CA \allejtansit Y

Westddina CA @West\estdzina Shutike B Y 100%
Yolodzity CA Yolobus Y 33%
®lado Springs (9] Mouain Mapolitaansit Y 17%
Cerer (9] RegiorEnsgdionibtric Y 14%
Aspen (9] Roaringrifanspdron uthoyit Y 21%
New \éa CT Geter Newaikansiidirtc Y

WAshirayt DC WA Y

Mami FL Mamida@ansit 25%
Olando FL @mal Ibridae§onknspdron uthoyit Y 14%
Alata GA VAR Y 14%
Augusta GA Augustalfiganspdion 25%
@damaRids 1A @daaBidRnsit 25%
Alingin Heligh IL RPCE 17%
Giiago IL Giagdansiuthoyit 14%
Madisauty IL MadisamutgTansit 33%
Gar IN Gaffansit Y

Indianapolis IN Ingt® 17%
Bogin VA MBA Y 33%
Gpeod VA CR Y

Baltimer MD Maylantansit/inigion Y

@mberland MD AleganGutyTansit Y

MotgomgiGuty MD MoigmerGuty Rie© Y

An dor Ml An doranspdion whoyit 25%
Berricody Ml Berrien@yTansit Y 25%
Cetoit Ml SMR 33%
Gaska MN SDuth¥étansit Y 17%
Mnneapotisas| MN MetTansit 29%
Johnsauig MO Johnsautgransit 100%
3. buis MO Metr 14%
Qarl@tt NC Qarlatedansiygm Y

Moorhead MN Metr fedansit 25%
Abugqugre NM  ABQ RIDE Y

lasdégas NV RegionkEnspi@ndinmission 40%
Reno NV RegionEnspi@nanmission Y

Bngharopt NY B@ansit 25%
Bffalo NY Niaga®iefanspdion uthoyit Y 17%
Neworkig Metr NY longsland RR 10%

"#




Gty Sate | Agenc Swice Cutfar Inaaser
Newrkitg Metr NY Metr Nt 10%
Neworkig Metr NY NZFansit 13%
Sacuse NY @mo 25%
Gncintia OH SWHib &jjionEnsiuoyit Y

deeland OH Geter I€elan@onEnsiuthoyit Y 13%
Manspeld OH RchlanduTansit 50%
Eigene OR LaneoQtyTansiidiric Y 20%
Ptland OR TiMet Y

Salem OR Salened Massisit Y

Rttsbgh A ot Athoyitofllkghgrguty Y

Rovideac RI RodslandiBligansiugoyit Y

Austin X @pital Meilitdanspgdron uWthoyit Y

allas X Dallagea dpidansit 17%
H Rso X Sun Metr 25%
Hous X Metr 4%
Samanio X VIA Mgiplitdansit 10%
Hamm éads \A Hammt éadensit Y

Rchmond \A Geter Rhmomahsib@psin Y
Qarkooty/dnouer WA Cran 15%
Kitsap WA Kitsdpnsit Y

Qympia VWA IneciyTansit 33%
Stle WA KingpQly Meffansit Y 17%
aoma WA Ree QutyTansit Y 17%
Madison Wi MetTansit 33%
Mhauke Wi MMauke dCity Fansiy&m 14%

Source: Trangportation For America, Nelson Nygaard Consaulting Associates, Transportation Equity Network, Gamaliel
Foundation, Environment America Research and Policy Center




Opparnities andoRenendations

PublidranspaationNWhee Ae\W\e Going?

An economic recovery will partially alleviatethefundingcriss
facedby sometransit agenciesaslocal propertytax revenues
and gate budgets (primary sources for both operating and
capitalexpensesjeboundand providemuch-neededunding
to makesystemupgradeandparticularlyto sustairday-to-day
operationsHowever a business-as-usiadproactof sustain
ing investmentat currentlevelsovertime wouldseeeventual
diminishingreturnsin termsof trandt versusautomobile usage.
Suchan approachwould seetransit usageelative to driving
level off through 2020, then decline in subsequent y&ars.

Many indicatorsshowthat manyAmericanswishto follow a
different path and decreasetheir car dependency, becausethey
seehe benebt®f publictransportationln a2003surveyfour
in PveAmericansstatedthat increasednvestmentin public
transportationstrengthenshe economysave&nergycreates
jobs, helpsreducetrafbccongestionand decreaseair pollu-
tion.?® On Election Day 2008 peopleoverwhelminglyvoted
to increase taxpayer support of public trangportation, with
morethan 75 percentof stateandlocal transit-relatedballot
measurepassingLastyear votersapprovedegislationin 16
stategpassing@6 measureandauthorizingnvestmentof $75
billion in public transportatior?®

Theseindicators,coupledwith expandinggrowth in public
transportationridershipdemonstratedn this report, suggest
anappetitefor greatlyincreasedransitservicesnot justin big
citiesbut in smaller cities, townsand suburbsacrossthe country.

Growingdemandand preferencdor transit warrantan over
haul of public transportationpolicy, rather than a business-
as-usuahpproach.This wouldfully capitalizeon the growth
opportunity evidencedin 2008and 2009, deliver signibcant
energyandenvironmentalbenebtsand put the nation bPrmly
on track to energy independence.

Suchan overhaulcould take the form of setting a high yet
realistictargetfor increasingtransit ridershipby 10 percent
annualy. Thislevel wasachieved acrossmany gatesand trangt
systemé 2008and 2009,andin 15 yearssuchan approach
couldreduceransportationoil consumptiorby 20billion gat
lonsper yearN equivalent towhat we currently import fromthe
Perdan Gulf.* Thiswould asoreault in an annual reduction of
180million tonsof carbondioxidepollutionNmore than four
times the current benebt conferred by public transportatio

would be cut by morethan 700 million tons peryear or 12
percent of current total U.S. emissions.

Coupled with predicted advancesin low carbon trangportation

fuelsand progressivelgtrongerCAFE standards10 percent
annualgrowthwouldsignibcantlygrowtransit€shareof trips
versusautomobilesn sucha mannerthat improvesmobility

and access while reducing both per-capita and total VMT.

Overall, thesethree elementsNcleanefuels,highly efbcient
carsanddecreasingilestraveledNwouldenabletransporta
tion emissiongo decreas@0 percentby 2050(in line with

national climate changetargets) aswell asreduce oil consump-

tion to levels supportable by current domesticdurction.

This level of public transportationgrowthwouldrevealitself
not onlyin the high-growthareasndmetropolitanareasvith
extengvetrangt infragructureidentibedin thisreport, but also
in amaller townsand communitiesthat presently have minimal
yet highly-sought public transportation services.

Existingsystemsvould undergasignibcanexpansionallow
ing the largesturbansystemso expandheavyrail and grow
light rail and busrapid transit systemdinking urbancenters
and suburbarmareasCommuterrail and new high-speedail

i

In 30 yearsa 10 percentannualgrowth in transit ridership A Four in PvAmeicans bele incgased westment in public
would savemorethan 80 billion gallonsof gasolineperyear transpatation sengthens the econgsaves energyeates
more than three-quarterf the oil that America consumes jobshelps educe &fPc corggtion and dezases air pollution.
currently for transportation.Also, carbondioxide emissions (Photo - Santa Gl&alleylranspatationAuthoity)
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wouldgrowto accommalatea largershareof travel currently
providedby carsandair travel, furtherimproving energyand
emissonshenehts relieving congesion and linkingvital towns
and employmentcenters Mid-sizedcitieswould initiate and

portation options and making our urban areasmore livable
andvibrant. In the 1950€ihe interstatehighwaysystenirans
formedthe waywe movedby linking cities acrossa national
roadnetwork and makingautomobileghe dominantform of

growefpcientlight rail, enhancedousand demand-response transportation.lt is time againto transformour transporta

service nitiatives that would be evenmore effectivewithin
thenation©®amaller citiesand townsthat currently havelimited
or minimal transit systems.

Ideally, the land use changes entailed by such an overhaul
wouldnot only providenumerousgleanemobility optionsto
commutersandfamilies,but alsomakeemploymentservices
and entertainmentmore easilyaccessibléo non-driversand
reduceautomobiletrip lengths,resultingin signibpcantaddk
tional energy and emissions savings.

@nclusion

Strengtheningour nation®public transportationinfrastruc
ture is vital to ensurewe keeppeoplemobile while reducing
ourdependencen oil and cutting globalwarmingpollution.
Given expectedpopulationand economicgrowth,dwindling
availability of land, increasinglyoverburdenedhighwaysand
bridgesand depletionof Pnite oil supplieswe needto take
actionnowto moveto amoreefbcientiransportationsystem.

A century ago, trolleysand streetcarsN the precursor of today®
modernlight rail andsubwaysystemsNfacilitatedhe growth
of Americancitieslargeand small,giving peoplemoretrans

A Four in bvAmeicans belie inaeased westment in public
transpatation stengthens the econpsaves energyeates

jobshelps educe &fbc corggtion and dexases air pollution.

(Photo - David Sugden)

tion systemjn orderto meetthe needsof a growing,diverse
economywhile alsoprotectingour environmentand making
us more energy independent.

While recentinvestmentssuchasthe $17.7billion in fund
ing for transit, intercity and high-speedtail includedin this
year€American Recoveryand ReinvestmentAct, mayhave
enabled public trangportation agenciesto upgrade and accel er-
ateexpanson, thefollowingmeasureswill help overhaul public
transportationasa strongerand morevital componentof our
transportationsystermmoving forward.WeOrealling on our
local, state, and national leaders to:

S ) SEO/HERRNRHNGGASTORDUEALCEPENCENGE
and pollution through trangportation, which will
guide better policy decisions by:

o Creatinganationalstandardor reducingolil
consumption and pollution through trangpor-
tation. Federatransportationpolicy hasnot
had an overarchingperformancegoalsince
the developmentof the interstatehighway
sygem. Thislack of direction hasled to many
negative outcomes, particularly increased oil
dependencend globalwarmingpollution.
Reducing oil consumption and pollution
mustbefactoredwith mobility andlivability
considerationsn determiningfederalrans
portation investments.

0 Integratingtheseenergyandpollution goals
in transportationand land-useplanning at
the state and local level.

s )NCEAEINVESMENTIN GEANERPUBLCTRNSCRA
tion toincludetrandt, high- speedrail, and better
walking and biking by:

0 Prioritizng federal funding for trandt and
cleaner trangportation optionsthat aremuch
moreeffectiveat reducingenergyconsump
tion and pollution; and

o HexingOmore eligible state and federal
fundingtowardpublic transportation State
departments of trangportation have enor-
moudatitude on howfederaimoneyisspent
onceit is allocatedto the state.Frequently
it is directedtowardsprojectsthat do little
to reduceoil dependencer pollution, since
federalfundingis apportionedto eachstate
based on formulas that end up rewarding
higher fuel consumption, lane-miles of
highway and VMT. Theseformulasshould

u%



berevisedsofundingprovidesncentivesto
reduce, not increase, oil use and pollution.

s , BECTHEPAYING BEDINTERMSCHENDINGANDAR
provingtransit projectsrelativeto roadprojects.
Two setsof rulesgovern the processfor approving
new capitalinvestmentsn transitand highway
projects.The barfor new capitalinvestmentin
trangt is much higher, and the federa match
ratio much lower than for highway development.
Approval of transit and highwaycapitalinvest
mentsshouldbe governedby an equivalentset
of rules and matching ratios.

s )NCEAE FNDING FRTRINST MAINTENANCE AND
day-to-dayoperationsjn additionto improving
and expanding capacity. Transt sysems face
growingdemand, but are havingto reduce service
and/orraisefaresn orderto stayaRoatFederal,
gate and local funds should allow for greater
Rexibility in fundingoperationsNnewbusesnd
trains are uselessvithout driversto drive them
and mechanics to maintain them.

By takingthese approaches we can create afuturewhereevery
American can getto work and schoolvia public transporta
tionN subways, rail, buses, walking, and biking. People are
voting with their feetandmovingto public transportationin
increasingnumbersNit is imperativethat policy andinvest
mentsaccentuat@ndacceleratehis trendin orderto achieve
energy independence and solve global warming.

ll&

A The ecenfAmercan Rea@ly and Reugestmenict,
funding mjects sircas this futertransit center ikbedeen,
Washingtomas accelated tansit expansigi®hotoN
Washington Depanent ofiranspaiation)



Methodology

Transittripsin this analysisredebnedisthe numberoftimes
passengetsoardpublic transportationvehiclesfor travel, to
include bus commuter rail, light rail (streetcarsand rail-guided
trolleys), heavyrail (subways)trolleybusesparatransit(de-
mand response busesand vans), vanpool sand other rail modes
Paseengersare counted each timethey board avehicletotravel
fromtheir origin to their desination and regardlessof whether
theytransfervehicles payafare,useapas®r transferride for
free, or pay some other fee.

This reportcountsthesetrips asreportedto individual transit

agencieswhich arethen aggregatedn a state-by-statdasis
basedon the location of the agency This analysisdoesnot

accountfor trips that endin a statedifferentthan the origin.

However mosttransit trips consistof round-trip daily com

muting and the numberof trips that are one-waytravel to

a permanent degtination outsde the gate of origin can be

estimatedo benegligible.This maynot bethe casehowevey
forinterstatecommuterrail trips, which arenot calculatedor

individual states in this analysis.

To calculategasolinesavingsrom public transportationus
age,gasolineconsumptionis estimatedfor all trips basedn
averagéransittrip lengthacrossll modesyersucomparable
automobiletravel, basedon datafrom the American Public
TransportationAssociation(APTA) and U.S. Environmen
tal Protection Agency (U.S. EPA). Petroleum used by the
national public transportation3eetasreportedby APTA is
then subtractedrom this total. Additional fuel beneptdrom
improvedtrafbcRowdueto reducedcongestiorandsecondary
land usebenebtsto include reducedtravel distancesbased
on the availability of transit, arethen calculatedbasedn an
analydsof trangportation patternsin 85 U.S. citiesby the Texas
Trangportation Ingitute. Thetotal fuel savingsfromtrangt us
ageresultingfrom thesemethadsis then dividedamongtrips
reported by individual transt agencieson asate-by-satebass

Gasoline equivalent for automobilesare calculated by dividing
this fuel savingdythe averagduel economyof 20.8milesper
gallonfor the currentnational automobileReet,and the na-
tional averagef 12,000milesdriven perautomobileperyear
asestimatedby the U.S. EPA. Reductionin carbondioxide
pollution is then calculated at 5.2 metric tons emitted per
automobile per yeaalso according to U.S. BRlata.

For2008,not all stateshavepublicly reportedPnalestimated
trafbc counts in terms of Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT).
Where available,surveydata from the GovernorsHighway
SafetyAssociationwasusedto estimate2008VMT, in addk
tiontogateand national VMT datafrom the Federal Highway
Administration®annualand monthly TrafbcVolume Trends
reports.
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