I-95 Vision Study Task 5- Policy Implications (Draft Task memo 7-9-08)
Based on discussions at the Vision Workshop on April 22 and subsequent PSP Committee meetings, six key policy implications/issues emerged for further analysis in Task 5.  Five of these are transportation system oriented and the last focuses on the implications of climate and energy futures for transportation.  The six issues are highlighted in Table 1 below with some of the key considerations for each and they are further discussed in succeeding pages.  
Table 1- Key Vision Scenario Issues/Implications

	Key Issues/Implications 
	Cross-Cutting Considerations

	1.      Higher Speed Passenger Rail – for regional mobility in light of air and highway travel congestion
	Funding sources, institutional roles, multistate planning and implementation, potential separation of freight and passenger functions in corridor.

	2.      Interstate/ Intercity Freight Rail Systems and Short Sea -- to minimize highway freight congestion and support commerce
	Funding sources to address capacity, public/private roles, multistate planning and implementation.

	3.      Interstate/ Intercity — Highway Systems – given economic importance to regional passenger and freight mobility
	Long term replacement costs for aging system; capacity expansion in constrained ROW environment. Assurance of intercity commerce function through metro areas.

	4.      Aggressive Ops/ VII – to capitalize on existing capacity in face of limited capacity additions
	Public/private and multi-jurisdictional roles in advanced technology deployment and operation; cooperation with emergency response agencies and shared urgency to clear incidents.

	5.      Transition to VMT-based  Financing/Pricing -- for revenue and demand management
	Transition timing, technology, and administrative issues for financing; acceptance of pricing for full facility or areawide application.  Privacy issues and political will.

	6.      Role of Climate and Energy in shaping and executing the Vision
	Transition timing for reducing transportation dependence on fossil fuels.  Balancing  climate, energy and, economic goals. Infrastructure adaptation.


 
 
There are several crossing cutting considerations for each of the Vision issues as noted in Table 1.  These include

· Both freight rail and highways are facing key congestion and capacity issues that were highlighted in the scenario analysis.
· The need for additional funding across all the modes to address both preservation and capacity expansion is a paramount concern.
· Complex institutional issues including multistate and public-private roles emerge with each of the Vision Implications.  
These will be further developed for each issue area.
Collaborative Role of the Coalition in Advancing Vision Policy Issues
The I-95 Vision Study has underscored the broadening of the Coalition in terms of its geographic scope  as well as its functional interests.  What began with a Northeast focus on the real-time highway operations of I-95 has evolved to an East Coast umbrella addressing all modes of transportation as well as the economic vitality and environmental quality issues which are influenced by and which in turn affect transportation.  .

In the past, most of the day-to-day issues confronting Coalition members have tended to be on a sub-regional scale.  And some areas of concern – most notably encompassing ports, railroads and airports – involve competitive forces within the Coalition’s geography and among Coalition entities.  Today, however, it is increasingly recognized that there are a range of issues at a larger scale, the most obvious being the movement of people and freight within the north-south transportation corridor along the east coast, involving common concerns ranging from real time operations to long term system viability and modal integration.

With multi-state mega regions becoming the economic engines competing not just on a national scale but in a global context as well, the east coast of the United States and the several mega-regions which it encompasses is competing with regions in the rest of the Country – and globally.  For example, the need for improved passenger and freight rail service along the east coast connecting west, the combined attraction among east-coast ports as they compete for global shipping business, the need for unparalleled intermodal integration to dramatically improve transportation efficiencies, the need to address environmental and energy issues with a common set of goals and perhaps common approaches, the need to find new approaches to transportation financing that transcend political boundaries.  These issues transcend matters of state or subregional competition and related to a broader and common concerns of all Coalition members

However, the Coalition is neither a governmental entity nor an interstate compact.  It has no independent powers of its own.  Yet, what has become clear over the years is that there is a need for the Coalition to provide a collaborative forum to address issues of common interest where concerted actions could be mutually beneficial -- both on a corridor-wide as well as a subregional basis.  Here the Coalition can play and important role.   -- 

As a point of departure, the  I-95 Vision Study offers the opportunity not only for a collaborative vision of the future but for advocating measures that would enhance the quality of transportation, the vitality of the economy, and the contribution of the broad corridor-wide region to issues of climate change and energy.  Some of these may be corridor wide and others may involve regional geographies or even traditionally competitive areas where a collaborative forum enhances not only the whole but each of the coalition entities individually as well.     
Discussion of Vision Issues/Implications

1. Higher Speed Passenger Rail

The I-95 Corridor Vision driven scenario assumes an expanded and upgraded higher speed passenger rail network and significant increase in ridership in concert with the National Passenger Rail Working Group proposal to the National Surface Transportation Policy and Revenue Commission (Commission).  This plan helps achieve modal balance in the corridor through shifts from highway and aviation to help relieve emerging regional congestion in those modes.

But significant challenges exist.  There is no reliable national funding mechanism for improving passenger rail service and no institutional mechanism for multistate development of the rail vision.  The Commission proposed three sources of Federal funding for improved rail service: (1) ticket surcharges, (2) highway user revenues, (3) Federal general fund revenues as are used for some transit programs.  The Commission recommended initial Federal funding of $5 billion per year for grants to States, Amtrak, and/or other potential service providers.  Two Federal bills were recently introduced to reauthorize and bolster Amtrak as well as allow higher speed rail development.  H.R. 6003 reauthorizes Amtrak and provides increased capital and operating grants to Amtrak and grants to states for new or improved service; this bill has recently passed the full House.  H. R. 6004, The Rail Infrastructure Development and Expansion Act of the 21st Century (RIDE-21), would, among other provisions, allow states to enter into interstate compacts so they can access $24 billion in bonds over 10 years to support high-speed rail development.  The bill also opens the opportunity for public private partnerships for rail development and operation in the Northeast Corridor.

The Coalition, through MAROps, SEROps, and NEROps, continues to support multistate  efforts to identify freight and passenger rail bottlenecks and improvement needs and study potential institutional and funding mechanisms for implementation.
2. Interstate/ Intercity Commerce — Freight Rail Systems and Short Sea
The I-95 Corridor Vision driven scenario assumes approximately a doubling of public and private investment to increase freight rail share in the corridor (in line with the Commission’s most aggressive scenario).   

The SAFETEA-LU program for Projects of National and Regional Significance funded the Heartland Corridor public-private rail project led by Norfolk Southern to upgrade the corridor for double stack from the Virginia ports west through West Virginia and Ohio and into Chicago, saving nearly 250 miles over existing routing.   Virginia, in cooperation with neighboring states and NS, has also been studying the potential for rail in the I-81 corridor and NS has identified their rail routes paralleling I-81 as the Crescent Corridor  with the desire to improve service between the Northeast and southern states, including NAFTA trade, utilizing public private partnerships.  CSX, in cooperation with the state of Florida, is developing a major intermodal hub in Winterhaven and cooperating to launch new commuter rail service in the Orlando I-4 corridor.  CSX has also announced the $700 million “National Gateway” project as a proposed public private partnership to enhance service, including double stack, to and from Virginia and North Carolina (including their ports) through the Washington-Baltimore area, and west to Ohio.

Other than the small, and fully earmarked, SAFETEA-LU program for Projects of National and Regional Significance, there is no national program to facilitate such public private partnerships.  The railroads are seeking Federal investment tax credits for such capacity improving projects but there has been little movement on that proposal.  The Commission recommended the tax credits as well as a National freight transportation program that would invest in high cost multimodal freight infrastructure having national and regional benefits.
The Coalition’s goal, as stated in its Corridors of the Future (COF) application, is to reduce long-term congestion by providing a framework for public-public and public-private investment to eliminate or reduce the delays caused by nationally and regionally significant highway bottlenecks and rail choke points that affect travel across multiple states, but are too expensive for a single state to fix.  The Coalition, through MAROps, SEROps, and NEROps, continues to support multistate efforts to identify freight and passenger rail bottlenecks and improvement needs and study potential institutional and funding mechanisms for implementation.  Further, the Coalition is continuing to support study of Short Sea Shipping potential in the corridor.

3. Interstate/ Intercity Commerce — Highway Systems
Despite substantial shifts to other modes assumed in the Vision driven scenario, additional highway capacity will be needed in the corridor just to maintain today’s performance and more to improve performance.  There are growth regions within I-95 Corridor Coalition states in which highway capacity may be added in the form of new facilities on new location.  However, for much of the corridor - particularly within the more highly developed and slower growth regions, adding green-field highways will be a rare event.  Yet, even in these areas the inevitable need for major reconstruction of bridges and pavements over a decades-long infrastructure life cycle will afford opportunities to selectively add highway lanes and transit lines, improve interchanges and intermodal connections, and install advanced multi-modal technologies with the goal of improving capacity while rebuilding the facility.  In fact, it will be unusual to rebuild a major transportation facility driven by physical condition issues without adding capacity where the combination of existing congestion and physical configuration provide both the justification and the opportunity to incorporate enhanced service possibilities - however they are manifested in terms of mode.

States are recognizing this need and are attempting to improve Interstate corridors in the region but funding and multistate planning and implementation continue to be challenges.  Virginia, for example, has been studying improvements to the I-81 corridor for a number of years.  Earlier proposals for  tolling with separated truck lanes have been put aside for now with a focus in the shorter term on the addition of truck climbing lanes and other operational improvements along various segments.  FHWA is still advancing a toll pilot application for I-81 as a potential future option.  A multistate group has formed to address interstate commerce needs in the entire I-81 corridor.  The southeast states from Virginia to Florida joined together in a successful application to U.S. DOT for designation of I-95 through their states as a COF for multistate improvement including potential tolling to help finance reconstruction and expansion.  

Assuring interstate commerce into and around major metropolitan areas is a particular concern for the I-95 corridor.  With 42 of the largest 100 metropolitan areas in this corridor,  interstate commerce traffic typically navigates multiple metropolitan areas and many potential recurring and non recurring bottlenecks.  A national Freight Bottleneck study for FHWA identified approximately 300 freight oriented bottlenecks, most of which were major Interstate interchanges in and around large metropolitan areas.  For example, completion of the Springfield Interchange and the Wilson Bridge in the Washington area will provide significant bottleneck relief for local and interstate commerce in the I-95 corridor.  The I-95 Coalition is now conducting a more detailed truck bottleneck study (MATOps) in the Mid-Atlantic area.  
The I-95 Coalition provides an ongoing forum for interstate commerce issues.  As part of its COF application, the Coalition also proposes to build on its recent studies and develop financing approaches, including possible model legislation for multistate transportation infrastructure banks and public-private partnerships, that states could use to implement projects that address major Interstate commerce (highway or rail) bottlenecks.

4. Aggressive Ops/ VII
The Vision driven scenario assumes an aggressive corridor operations strategy including advanced VII concepts and assumptions of 24/7 real time operations.  This is supportive of the I-95 coalition mission.
There are already many examples of corridor operations applications and more are planned as part of the COF designation and the upcoming ITS World Congress in NY.  The Coalition has been instrumental in advancing incident management.  As proposed in its COF application, the Coalition will expedite the adoption of Quick Clearance/”Move It” incident management practices throughout the Coalition region.  The Coalition’s goal is to reduce congestion and increase safety by clearing incidents more quickly and more reliably through more consistent practices and better management.
One of the Coalition’s early initiatives was to develop a pioneering electronic information sharing system called the Information Exchange Network (IEN). The IEN enabled police and transportation agency staff to send information about major incidents and construction zones to other jurisdictions so that travelers could be informed and plan alternate routes or take other appropriate actions. The Coalition has been working for several years to replace its IEN network with a new information exchange system. The
new system, to be known as the Information Systems Network (ISN), will have the capability to automatically share information among member agency traffic management centers and with travel information service providers and the public.  Traveler information will be significantly enhanced by the Inrix vehicle probe project.  The NY Thruway has initiated a Smart Roadway test.  The Long Island Expressway INFORM project will be demonstrating advanced operations and VII concepts as part of the upcoming ITS World Congress.

The Coalition’s COF application envisions the corridor as a continuing laboratory for advancing 21st Century operations and management concepts.

5. Financing/Pricing Transition
The National Commission and others have identified the need to transition away from a fossil fuel based financing system given emerging energy and climate policy.  The Commission recommended that the next surface authorization bill authorize a major national study to develop a strategy for transition to an alternative to the fuel tax.  The first phase would determine feasibility with a second phase to conduct wide scale pilots of VMT fees or related feasible concepts with recommendations on specific timing and mechanisms for transition.  Both technology and institutional issues will have to be addressed for a smooth transition to occur.

Transition to pricing is already occurring in the corridor and could be further enhanced by implementation of an architecture for areawide VMT fees.  Several toll facilities in the corridor have already adopted variable pricing on their facilities and new federally enabled pricing projects are proceeding in the corridor including Miami I-95 HOT lane conversions and the Virginia/Washington metro area HOT lanes on the I-495 Beltway, a public private partnership.   Maryland will have the first U.S. full facility dynamic pricing on the Inner County Connector now under construction.  Another notable pricing project, NYC cordon pricing, was recently rejected by the NY state legislature.  This is a very dynamic period for testing of pricing concepts in the corridor.  
The Coalition could potentially be a test bed for future VMT fee pilots building on its E-Z pass experience.
6. Role of Climate and Energy in shaping and executing the Vision
The Vision driven scenario assumes implementation of aggressive energy and climate responsive transportation strategies.  Most importantly, a doubling of fleet efficiency in the corridor is assumed by 2040 as well as a substantial shift to alternative fuels.  In addition, an approximately 20% VMT reduction from the trend forecast is projected through a broad strategy of pricing, land use, mode shift, telecommuting, and other demand management strategies throughout the region.   These strategies in combination can go a long way toward meeting emerging national and state greenhouse gas reduction targets but will likely require further analysis on a multistate basis.

National cap-and-trade legislation is being considered in parallel with surface transportation authorization and there may well be  significant linkages between the two authorizations.   Carbon fees in the form of  higher fuel taxes are a likely component of any climate legislation; potential use of revenues for transportation could become a key issue in the coming authorization. 
The other serious climate concern for transportation is sea level rise and increasing storm surges in coastal areas as well as well as increased runoff and flooding inland attributable to more intense storms.  Multistate climate impact studies by the U.S. DOT Climate Center and the recent TRB Climate Impact Study have identified the Atlantic and Gulf Coast regions as particularly vulnerable.  More in depth inventory of potentially vulnerable transportation infrastructure is recommended. The Coalition is already sponsoring multistate efforts to address emergency evacuation needs along Interstate corridors and might expand its efforts to address emerging climate issues on a multistate basis.  

The vision issues have relevance for the whole corridor but in a number of cases, corridor subregions each have some unique aspects. This is illustrated in Table 2 below by the subregion examples for each of the corridor issues.  For example, passenger and freight rail have somewhat different issues and opportunities in different subregions as has been recognized in the I-95 Coalition subregion rail studies, MAROps, NEROps, and SEROps.  So going forward, there are potential opportunities for the Coalition as a whole or Coalition member states cooperating in subregions.  The framework in Table 2 provides more in-depth analysis of each of the six vision implication issues.  The table illustrates case examples, lists key 2040 vision issues, identifies an array of potential  solutions, and discusses possible Coalition opportunities to advance the issue through discussion forums, education, demonstration/testing, and architecture/standards development, etc.  
Table 2- Vision Issues/Implications; Corridor subregion examples, 2040 Vision Issues, Potential Solutions, and Coalition Opportunities
	
	Northeast
	Mid-Atlantic
	Piedmont
	Florida

	Higher-Speed Passenger Rail

	Example(s)
	Amtrak NEC
	MAROps shared rail network (intercity rail/ commuter rail/ freight) 
	Southeast high-speed rail network (proposed)

SEROps
	Intra-state high-speed rail (proposed)

	2040 Vision Issues
	Reconstructing and upgrading tracks, bridges, etc., largely within existing, constrained ROWs

Improving intermodal  terminals
	Adding capacity and removing choke points 
	Creating/upgrading passenger rail network
	Creating new rail corridors 

	
	Financing improvements

Separating intercity passenger and freight rail, especially in high-speed intercity passenger rail corridors; e.g., using dedicated tracks or moving from shared ROWs to separate ROWs

Integrating intercity rail services with intercity air and local bus and transit services; e.g., coordinating schedules and interlining fares

	Potential Solutions
	Achieve higher speed rail along the corridor through upgrading, removal of at-grade intersections, choke point removal, and possible separation of passenger and freight rail
Provide for improved interconnection of intercity and urban passenger modes

Adopt positive train control
Utilize passenger rail as reliever to air and highway congestion in corridor

Connect intercity air, bus and rail services with local transit services by linking trip planning information and moving toward coordinated transfers and interlined ticketing

	Coalition Opportunities*
	Provide a multi-state system perspective

Formulate institutional strategies and arrangements to coordinate capital and operations planning  

Host forums to explore and resolve passenger rail issues (e.g. MAROps, NEROps, SEROps)
Advance COF seamless intermodal passenger connection proposal


	
	Northeast
	Mid-Atlantic
	Piedmont
	Florida

	Interstate/ Intercity Commerce — Freight Rail Systems and Short Sea 

	Examples
	“Harrisburg” emerging as rail intermodal center

Port Authority NY/NJ PIDN
	NS Heartland Corridor

CSX National Gateway 

Baltimore-Washington Tunnels

MAROps Program
	NS Crescent Corridor (parallels I-81)

CSX National Gateway linkages to Charlotte to Wilmington port
	CSX Winter Haven (FL) Integrated Logistics Center

	2040 Vision Issues
	Clearing rail choke points

Consolidating and updating urban rail terminals

Growing truck VMT generated by inland rail ports
Finding viable  coastal shipping markets
	Clearing rail choke points

Intermodal access to ports

Defining public benefits of rail investment (e.g., relieving highway congestion, etc.)
	Shifting freight traffic from truck to rail
	Ensuring short line rail and truck access to major freight rail terminals at Winter Haven and Jacksonville
Finding viable  coastal shipping markets

	
	Financing improvements

Consolidating terminals and co-locating with major shippers

Separating intercity passenger and freight rail, especially in high-speed intercity passenger rail corridors; e.g., using dedicated tracks or moving from shared ROWs to separate ROWs

Anticipating changing demand for rail freight; e.g. , What is the impact if more Asian freight is delivered to East Coast ports

Preserving competition; minimizing captive shipper situations

	Potential Solutions
	Upgrade rail network to achieve increased capacity and throughput, including double stack capacity throughout corridor 

Provide for increased on-dock rail at East Coast ports
Create national/regional infrastructure financing mechanisms (e.g. infrastructure banks) and incentives to fund multistate projects of national and regional significance
Adopt positive train control and electronic braking to improve rail line productivity

	Coalition Opportunities
	Provide a multi-state system perspective on rail freight capacity and operations linked to economic, social, and environmental goals of Coalition members
Formulate institutional strategies and arrangements to coordinate capital and operations planning among railroads, states, and private sector investors
Build on MAROps II, SEROps, NEROps programs to advance  capital, operating and regulatory solutions 
Educate stakeholders on value of authorizing a national/regional infrastructure bank system to fund multistate projects of national and regional significance 


	
	Northeast
	Mid-Atlantic
	Piedmont
	Florida

	Interstate/ Intercity Commerce — Highway Systems

	Examples
	Urban interstate bottleneck such as the  Springfield Interchange, Wilson Bridge
MATOps 
Separation of traffic functions on NJTPike

Major reconstruction (e.g. Pa. Turnpike)


	I-81/ I-40 long-distance freight corridor

Consideration of truck bypass lanes in Atlanta

Southeast I-95 COF tolling/ expansion
	Southeast I-95 COF tolling/ expansion program

	2040 Vision Issues
	Reducing highway congestion and bottlenecks

Assuring interstate commerce movement into, through, and out of metropolitan areas

Widening Interstate corridors concurrent with major reconstruction

Diverting longer-distance truck traffic to rail to help relieve truck pressure on congested highways

Financing highway maintenance, reconstruction, and widening

Improving highway safety/reducing fatalities

Supporting regional economy

Creating institutional arrangements for multistate improvements 

Separation of interstate traffic from local metropolitan commuter and business traffic

Managing major reconstruction and expansion projects – mitigation of work zone congestion

Standardizing and improving effectiveness of CVO regulatory operations

	Potential Solutions
	Program for bottleneck mitigation
Plan for major asset reconstruction in corridor

Provide for interstate commerce through and around metro areas

Consider separate truck lanes in heavy freight corridors

Improve intermodal connectors

Consider freight village concepts to consolidate intermodal functions

Provide high occupancy vehicle incentives
Expand use of tolling and facilitate PPPs for highway development and operation

Privatized rest areas

Adopt “Highways For Life” concepts; use advanced materials and construction technologies

Adopt context sensitive design throughout corridor

Dramatically reduce fatalities through highway, driver, and vehicle strategies including advanced technology
Reform U.S. DOT and Federal program delivery; establish national investment policy
Improve passenger and freight data for multimodal corridor analysis

	Coalition Opportunities
	Continue to advance multistate bottleneck analysis and potential implementation solutions
Develop options for multistate funding; e.g. multistate infrastructure banks
Advocate for attention to long distance corridor movements through metro areas

Improve data on commodity and passenger flows through ICAT


	
	Northeast
	Mid-Atlantic
	Piedmont
	Florida

	Aggressive Ops/ VII

	Examples
	NY Thruway Smart Roadway test

NY INFORM VII demo

Incident management

511

ISN/IEN
	Incident management

511

Traveler information

Traffic travel time / vehicle probes (Inrix)
	Incident management

511


	Incident management

511



	2040 Vision Issues
	Real-time information

VII implementation path including public and private roles
Standards and consistency 

	Potential Solutions
	Comprehensive traveler information programs aided by ‘perfect’ information

Multistate inoperability for fare payment, e.g. E-Z pass model

Consistent incident management across region

Joint multistate evacuation plans

Weigh in advance, virtual weigh station concepts

Standard RFID for freight

Seamless security provisions across modes aided by technology

Regional level TMCs

Reallocation of traffic management from public safety to DOTs

Dramatically reduce fatalities

	Coalition Opportunities
	Develop architecture and provide laboratory for tests of advanced operations/VII concepts

Foster regional approaches to traveler information, incident management, etc.

Foster cooperation with emergency response agencies as well as their support for the rapid clearing of incidents.


	
	Northeast
	Mid-Atlantic
	Piedmont
	Florida

	Financing/Pricing Transition (e.g. VMT User Fees…)

	Examples
	NYC Cordon (proposed, then deferred)

Port Authority NY/NJ variable tolls

E-Zpass


	VA Beltway HOT lanes

DC metro area HOT lane network

Maryland Intercounty Connector fully priced
	Atlanta regional HOT lanes

Southeast I-95 COF tolling
	Miami I-95 HOT lanes (Urban Partnership)
Southeast I-95 COF tolling

	2040 Vision Issues
	Building political consensus

Establishing standards

Ensuring multistate continuity and balancing network operations

Converting free to priced roads

Restructuring regulatory policies and programs to match new transportation system needs

Reorganizing public sector institutional capacity

Balancing pricing of local and through traffic 

Ensuring truck access

Converting free to tolled roads

	Potential Solutions
	Conduct VMT pilot in region to advance architecture, standards, technology, administrative mechanisms, and related issues

Advocate for liberalized tolling/pricing provisions

	Coalition Opportunities
	Use coalition region as laboratory for transition testing of multistate GPS based VMT pilot (e.g., explore potential in next authorization for funding of pilot program; advance a Coalition Year 17 study to prepare the groundwork for obtaining funding for such a test).


	
	Northeast
	Mid-Atlantic
	Piedmont
	Florida

	Regional Climate and Energy Implications

	Examples 
	NE regional climate cap- and-trade for utilities (RCCI)
MA, VT, NH, NJ – GHG reduction goals of 75-85% by 2050; various base years
	USDOT Climate Center  -- study of sea level rise impacts on Atlantic Coast/Phase I
	USDOT Climate Center  -- study of sea level rise impacts on Atlantic Coast/Phase 2
	USDOT Climate Center  -- study of sea level rise impacts on Atlantic and Gulf Coasts/Phase 2 
GHG reduction goal of 80% below 1990 levels by 2050

	2040 Vision Issues
	Reducing greenhouse gas emissions by 60-80 percent by 2050.  
Identifying long-term infrastructure climate adaptation issues on Atlantic and Gulf coasts
Achieving energy/fuel efficiency goals

	Potential Solutions
	Implement large scale telecommuting

Clean truck programs
Environmentally friendly truck parking and staging areas

Multistate infrastructure climate impact assessments and adaptation strategies
Alternative fuel infrastructure for corridor

Increase fleet fuel efficiency significantly 
Expand corridor cap and trade beyond utilities

	Coalition Opportunities
	Assessing greenhouse gas emission reduction strategies for multistate corridors and megaregions
Pursue environmentally friendly truck parking pilots on behalf of members
Facilitate multistate emergency response capabilities to address increased storm frequency and intensity
Research use of national or multistate cap-and-trade revenues for state or multi-state transportation related GHG reduction efforts


Summary of Key Coalition Opportunities for Advancing the Vision
The most promising opportunities for the Coalition to advance the corridor vision seem to be in the following areas:

1. Providing a regional and systems perspective that supports coordinated policy, planning, and investment decisionmaking by state DOT and member agencies.  

2. Advocating and facilitating intermodal approaches in the corridor for both passenger and freight movement.    

3. Developing multistate funding approaches for highway and rail corridor capacity and bottleneck relief.  Strategies could range from streamlined pooled funding mechanisms to regional infrastructure banks.  
4. Providing a laboratory for development and testing of advanced operations/VII concepts.
5. Hosting and coordinating a pilot/development program for an East Coast, multistate, VMT user-fee revenue collection system.  The Commission recommended that the next surface transportation legislation provide funding for accelerated development of a VMT based revenue system.
6. Providing a forum for Coalition states to discuss, shape, and coordinate strategies addressing climate mitigation and adaptation.
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