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Selecting Transportation Project Priorities

Over 100 projects have been submitted for the region’s _ _
long-range plan, Transportation 2030. These projectsinclude Regionally Important Projects
highway, interchange, transit, and bicycle/pedestrianimprove-

ments. With the list of candidate projects finalized, the
prioritization processis now complete. Information isavail- = — e
able at www.baltometro.org under the Transportation 2030 :,.;
button. Prioritization is the process for evaluating projects, 3
and includestwo parts:
1. Policy Evaluation — 60 percent of a project’s score : 1 o
is based on the importance of the project in relation to its E "'F. A |
¥

adopted goals. Thisscoreisdetermined by thelocal jurisdic- "y e
tion or the Maryland Department of Transportation. Points T
are associated with ahigh, medium, and low ranking: 55, 35, o 11 ]
and 15, respectively. - e

2. Technical Evaluation — 40 percent of the score is Y e *;‘
based on atechnical analysis, where projects are evaluated R N
by BMC staff for aset of criteriasuch as safety, congestion, p P S g
and cost-effectiveness. The criteria were selected and re- ' A
viewed by the Technical Committee of the BRTB. ¥

The maximum project score is 100 points. Projects are . i
ranked against each other within each category: highway e Y
and interchange, transit, and bicycle/pedestrian. Projectscan i
receive up to 5 additional points for being within an estab- e o
lished areafor priority funding.

Severd projectswill not be evaluated for ranking because |
the BRTB has already agreed that they meet a set of criteria e
that show regionwide benefits. These projects are known as

regionally important and will be the first to be funded.
continued on page 5

Does the Regional Planning Process Make the Grade?

Based on requirements of the Transportation Equity Act for the 21% Century and the Metropolitan Planning Regulations,
the Federal Highway Administration and Federal Transit Administration conducted a Certification Review of the Baltimore
area planning process. This review takes place every three years to monitor the efforts underway to meet planning require-
ments. Thereport from threeyearsago isavailable on the BM C website at http://www.baltometro.org/pdfs TM A Cert2001. pdf.
From March 16 to 18, the federal team met with the BRTB, citizens, and BM C staff to review the Baltimore regional planning
process and to address the major issues facing the region, while following the applicable requirements.

BRTB Chair Pete Gutwald welcomed the team and assisted with topics such as transit planning, public involvement,
environmental justice, congestion management, and air quality. Major activities such asthe Unified Planning Work Program,
the Transportation I mprovement Program and the long-range transportation plan were also discussed. The Citizen Advisory
Committee hosted the federal team at their regular monthly meeting and provided an opportunity for interested stakeholders
to share comments and concerns with the federal team.

A report will be issued by FHWA and FTA in the near future which will be presented to the BRTB and to the public for
their consideration. Once available, the new report will then replace the previous report on the website.
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Coming in Second Is Better
Than Being First

Maryland ranked second only to New York in average commute time to work
according to U.S. Census Bureau data that was released in February 2004. This
statistic along with other typical census data items was released by the U.S.
Census Bureau as part of its now annual reporting of the American Community
Survey (ACS). The release of datathis year covered the period 2000-2002.

The ACS has been conducted since 1996 throughout the United States. It
contains many of the questions asked in the traditional decennial long-form
census questionnaire that was sent to 1-in-6 householdsin the U.S. in 2000 and
itsusewill eliminate the need for adecennial long-formin 2010. TheA CSwill
annually survey 810,000 households throughout the nation. Jurisdictions cur-
rently covered by the ACSin Maryland are Anne Arundel, Baltimore, Calvert,
Howard, Montgomery, and Prince George's counties and Baltimore City. Asa
result of continuing ACS activities, data users will be able to receive census
tract information based on 5-year averages beginning in 2008 and each follow-
ing year.

The U.S. Census Bureau ranks states, counties, and places on various mea-
sures (http://www.census.gov/acs/www/Products/Ranking/index.htm) captured
inthe ACS. According to new 2002 ACSresults, Maryland ranked second in the
nation in commute time (30 minutes) to New York (30.8 minutes) and sits just
ahead of the District of Columbia which has an average commute time of 29.4
minutes. Virginia rounds out the top ten longest commutes in the nation with a
25.7 minute average work trip.

For tabulation purposes, the ACS treats Baltimore City and the District of
Columbialike counties and includes them in their national ranking scale for all
ACS counties. Based on the 2002 average commute time for counties across the
nation: Prince George's County ranked sixth (34.6 minutes), Montgomery County
ranked sixteenth (30.9 minutes), Baltimore City was tied for 27" place (27.9
minutes), Anne Arundel County was tied for 35" place (29.0 minutes), Howard
County ranked 37" (28.8 minutes), and Baltimore County wastied for 61% in the
nation with an average 2002 commute of 27.1 minutes. It was only when Balti-
more City’s 2002 average commute time is compared with other cities does its
ranking rise to fifth in the nation as reported in recent newspaper articles. The
Bronx County, New York, hasthe distinction of being the county with thelongest
commute time (41.8 minutes).

Stay tuned for more post-2000 census information releases in future BRTB
Notes.
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2005-2009 TIP

Projects Available

The 2005-2009 Transportation Im-
provement Program (TIP) annual cycle
began on January 6, 2004. Projectswere
submitted by local jurisdictionsand the
Maryland Department of Transporta-
tion modal administrations. The new
TIPprojectsareavailableonlineat http:/
/bmc.baltometro.org/tips web. Similar
to last year, visitors to the TIP website
can review draft projects with detailed
project descriptions, project justifica-
tionsand find information about phases
of the projects, funding amounts, and
funding sources. Thisuser-friendly for-
mat also enables visitors to view the
maps associated with the projects
online. The formal comment period is
April 21 to May 26, 2004.

Announcement:

Regional Transit
Forum

On June 10, representatives
fromtheregion’stransit operators
will beinvited to participatein the
first of aseriesof Transit Forums.
The event, co-sponsored by the
BRTB and the Maryland Transit
Administration, will feature a
panel of distinguished speakers
who will discusstherole of tran-
sit in economic development,
homeland security, and other
timely and important issues.




Annapolis Lawmakers
Consider Major Bills

The volume of legidation in the
2004 session wasroughly 50 percent
higher than in previous years. His-
torically, 30 percent
of bills introduced
will be enacted into
laws affecting trans-
portation-rel ated A
programs, policies,
and expenditures in
theregion and state-
wide.

Inthe current session, legislation
covering awiderange of topicswith
regional interest have been intro-
duced. Bills considered would pro-
hibit private use of traffic signal pre-
emption devices, authorizeinstalla-
tion of speed enforcement cameras,
and strengthen homeland security
preparedness. Other bills were in-
troduced to extend the 40 percent
transit farebox recovery requirement
dueto expirein June. If not extended,
the farebox recovery requirement
will revert back to 50 percent. Other
bills alter the source and magnitude
of public transportation funding.

Several key bills seek to change
the state budget process, limit theuse
of theMaryland Transportation Trust

Fund for non-transportation pur-

poses, and restrict certain types of
debt that can be incurred by the
Maryland Department of Transpor-
tation and the
Maryland
Transportation
Authority
A (MdTA). One
bill would re-
strict the ability
of MdTA to
change traffic
tolls without the approval of the
Board of Public Works, and an-
other seeks to increase transpor-
tation funding through transporta-
tion fee increases. Severa bills
have been introduced dealing with
military base closings and federal
property dispositionswhich could
have potential effects on commu-
nity development and smart
growth-relatedinitiatives.

To view acopy of the most re-
cent legislativereport, with up-to-
date, concise information on the
scope, extent, and current status
of legidation of regional interestin-
troduced in the Maryland General
Assembly, please  visit

www.baltometro.org or email Earl

Long at elong@baltometro.org.
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BRTB Meets

At the February 24, 2004 BRTB
meeting, the BRTB approved two reso-
lutions: Resol ution #04-12 which sup-
ports the alternatives retained for de-
tailed study asaresult of thel-95 Mas-
ter Plan process, and Resolution #04-
13 which supportstheregional grant re-
guests for the federal Job Access and
Reverse Commute program. BM C staff
briefed the BRTB on the latest work
tasks associated with the devel opment
of Transportation 2030 as well as an
overview of the 2004 General Assem-
bly legidation. BMC staff also outlined
the various transportation/air quality
products mandated by federal guidelines
and a schedule for the preparation of
these requirements.

AttheMarch 23, 2004 BRTB meet-
ing, the Board approved Resol ution #04-
14 in support of an amendment to the
FY 2004 UPWP to better align project
cost and project work scope. TheBRTB
also approved Resolution #04-15 in sup-
port of the work tasks and budgets out-
lined inthe FY 2005 UPWP. BMC staff
briefed the BRTB on an EPA environ-
mental justice grant received by Mor-
gan State University and gave a status
report on the reauthorization of the
Transportation Equity Act. The Mary-
land Transit Administration discussed
the planning activities associated with
the development of the Red & Green
corridorsof the Baltimore Region Tran-
sit Plan. Additiondly, BMC staff briefed
the BRTB on travel behavior in the
Baltimore region from Census 2000,
discussed the activities planned for
Clean Commute Month (May 2004),
and briefed the BRTB on the 2004 Bal-
timore MPO certification review con-
ducted on March 16-18, 2004.

\
2 Comments

on prioritization
due May 28.
Workshop 6 p.m.,
May 12 at BMC




Clean Commute Activities in Full Swing

It's no secret that the Baltimore region faces major air quality challenges. Our region has been cited by the U.S. Environ-
mental Protection Agency as a severe nonattainment area for the 1-hour ozone standard. This designation indicates that our
air regularly containsunhesalthy levelsof ground-level ozone— anirritant that can adversely affect breathing. The majority of
bad air days occur during the months of May through September, known as the 0zone season.

Why is the ozone season only May through September? Ground-level 0zone is formed when the chemicals in emissions
from smokestacks and tailpipes, among other sources, mix together under the hot summer sun. The still air we so often
experience during that season does nothing to dispersethe pollution, soit lingers. Although ozone usually dissipatesat night, its
chemical components stick around, and it can re-form under the next day’s sunshine. During calm, dry periods, with little
movement of air, the region may experience anumber of consecutive days when ozone levels are unhealthy.

The good newsisthat our air is cleaner than it was just twenty years ago. Throughout the 1980s, metropolitan Baltimore
regularly experienced two dozen or more Code Red Days per season. Today, thanks to advances in technology and the
effortsof private citizens, industry and government, an ozone season may have between five and ten such days each summer.
Thisdecreaseisremarkable given theincreasesin the region’s population and pollutant sources. Better, however, is not good
enough. A lot still needsto be done.

Because single occupant vehicles may cause approximately 20% of the emissions that create ozone, the Baltimore Met-
ropolitan Council, the Maryland Department of the Environment, Clean Air Partners, and the other members of the Clean
Commute Partnership have once again designated May as Clean Commute Month.

During the month, the Clean Commute Partnership will sponsor a series of events to raise awareness of the relationship
between driving and air pollution, aswell as encourage the use of alternative forms of commuting.

What ar e alter native commute options? Options like carpooling or riding buses may be obvious. Otherslike bicycling
and walking may not be readily apparent. The option of teleworking actually moveswork to people rather than the other way
around. All are excellent ways of reducing pollution and stress.

Clean Commute events, such as Bike to Work Day, community and employer outreach efforts, Park-&-Ride lot “thank-
you” events, and a telework event will provide knowledge and opportunities to people who wish to experience alternative
commuting. Information and assistance
will al'so begiven to those organizations
interested in establishing employer-
based commuting programs.

For information about Clean Commute
Month, visit www.cleancommute.com.
The site contains detailed information
on aternative commuting, aswell as a
complete calendar of Clean Commute
Month activities.

Members of the Clean Commute
Month team are ready to visit any loca-

tion in the region to present information Pam Tucker (c), President of the Mid-Atlantic Telework Advisory Council, and Kristen Lauver,

. . . of Accelera Solutions, present BMC's Russ Ulrich with sponsorship contributions for Clean

about clean commuting anditspositiveef- Commute Month 2004. The pair has raised private-sector funding for the Invitation to

fects on our environment. To arrange a Telework/Sailing thru the Commute event set for the afternoon of May 21% aboard Baltimore's

o ) Clipper City schooner. Participants will enjoy a harbor cruise and light refreshments while

visit, contact Russ Ulrich at learning of the advantages of telework. To find out how to be a part of thisadventure, contact
rulrich@batometro.org or 410-732-9575. Russ Ulrich at 410-732-9575 or rulrich@baltometro.org.
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Selecting Transportation Project Priorities

continued frompage 1
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Special Census Data Aids Planning

The U.S. Census Bureau's Census
Transportation Planning Package 2000
(CTPP) is a specia tabulation of re-
sponsesfrom households compl eting the
Census long form. It is designed for
transportation planners and is intended
to provide data to support awide range
of transportation planning activities, par-
ticularly in the fields of travel demand
forecasting and trend analysis. It sum-
marizes information by place-of-resi-
dence, place of work, and journey-to-
work flows. Place-of-work and journey-
to-work flowsareonly availablethrough
the use of this specific Census tabula
tion. Additionally, itisthe only source of
information with summary tabulations
available by transportation anaysiszones
(TAZ) that have been defined by MPOs.

In 2003, the Census Bureau re-
leased place-of-residence data for the
Baltimore region and asked the MPO
to review the data and to notify the
Bureau of any problems. The staff has
worked closely with the Bureau and the
Federal Highway Administrationto en-
sure the accuracy of the data before it
was released to the public. Variables
such aspopulation, households, income,
labor force, and auto ownerships serve
as key inputs into the travel demand
mode!.

Census data on
population,
households, income,

|labor force, & auto

ownerships serve askey

inputs into the

travel demand mode!.

The MPO recently received newly
released place-of-work datafor the Bal-
timore region from the Census Bureau.
The staff is currently conducting a 30-
day review of this data as requested by
the Census Bureau. The data will re-
veal the characteristics of workersand
their workplaces: how they get towork,

how much they earn, when they leave
for work, aswell asthe number of jobs,
dominant occupations and industries
throughout the region. Analytical work
has been undertaken to highlight
changesin demographic and travel be-
haviors and results will be published
shortly.

BMC Highlights from the Transportation
Research Board’s Annual Meeting

Paul Agnello and Jocelyn Jones, BMC staff, presented at the Data Needsfor Freight and
Intermodal Planning Poster Session. Thetopic was Freight Data Lessons Learned from
Truck Model Development in the Baltimore Region.

Rick Crawford, Chair of the BRTB'’s Freight Movement Task Force and Norfolk Southern
representative, was part of a panel on Public Investment in Private Rail Infrastructure. He
presented a Delaware bridge case study .
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Baltimore Region Environmental Justice
and Transportation Project

In September 2003, Morgan State
University, in cooperation with the
Greater Baltimore Urban League and
the Bdtimore Metropolitan Council, was
awarded aone-year grant from the En-
vironmental Protection Agency (EPA)
for the Baltimore Region Environmen-
tal Justice and Transportation Project
(BREJTP).The goal of the projectisto
devel op acommunity-based processto
identify and analyze theimpact of trans-
portation operations and policies on
population subgroups.

BREJTPincludes aseries of listen-
ing sessions intended to identify resi-
dents' environmental justice (EJ) con-
cernsrelated to transportation issuesin

BREJTP Timeline

Spring 2004

Workshop: July/August 2004

<<

vV Interviews with Community Leaders:
Listening Sessions: May/June 2004

Final Report: August/September 2004

the Baltimore region. Although thelis-
tening sessionswill be opento the pub-
lic, targeted |leaders of community-based
organizations representing low-income
and minority populationswill beinvited.

These sessions will be two-way edu-

cational exchanges, with participants
learning more about the definition, his-
tory, and process of EJ. Participants
will, in turn, provide their perspective
on the transportation-related EJ issues
they facein their communities.

A follow-up workshopwill bring the
participantsfrom thelistening sessions
together with other interested partiesand
a panel of experts to disseminate re-
sults and network with each other.
Community newsletters, media adver-
tisements, and awebsite will be used to
facilitate public participation.

Theresultsof thisstudy will be used
to determine the need to develop new
tools or techniques for transportation-
related EJ analyses and provide abasis
for increasing the use of equity analy-
sis as a conventional technigue in the
metropolitan transportation planning
. . ro-

Red & Green Line Planning Proceeds g

In cooperation with the Federal Transit Administration, the Maryland Transit Administra- wm b
tion (MTA) is proceeding with project planning and environmental studies for the Red and Regjon
Green Line priority segments of the Baltimore Region Transit Plan. On March 17, the MTA
hosted thefirst meeting of anewly formed Technical Committeeto help provide guidancefor
upcoming tasks including the definition and evaluation of alternatives and any corresponding
environmental documentation. The Red Line corridor extends from Patterson Park to the Social Secu-
rity complex to the west. The Green Line corridor extends north from the existing Johns Hopkins Hospital
terminus to reach Morgan State University and Good Samaritan Hospital.

The Technical Committee includes representatives from various transportation, planning, environmental and economic
development bodies in Baltimore City and Baltimore County as well as state and regional agencies. The Committee was
convened to provide aforum for ongoing coordination as planning proceeds with more detailed testing of various scenarios.

A presentation by MTA made attendees aware of progress since the public scoping meetings held in Spring 2003. A
working group composed of asubset of the Technical Committee will exploreissues such astransit mode selection, locations
of stations, environmental issues, and demographic projections along proposed alignments. I nitial public information sessions
are expected to be held in the autumn of 2004.

Fundamental

Environmental Justice Principles*

1. Toavoid, minimize, or mitigate disproportionately high and adverse hu-
man health and environmental effects, including social and economic
effects, on minority populations and low-income popul ations.

2. Toensurethefull andfair participation by al potentially affected com-
munitiesin the transportation decision-making process.

3. Topreventthedenial of, reductionin, or significant delay in the receipt
of benefits by minority and low-income populations.

* FHWA (www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/ej2000.htm)
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