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What prompted increased legislative 
attention and involvement in 

transportation policy?



Rising Gas Prices

http://www.featurepics.com/online/Rising-Cost-Fuel-Image414810.aspx


Growing Congestion 

• 2,270 new lane miles needed by 2030

• Cost of $3.1 billion in today’s dollars

• Rank of 14th out of 50 states and the 
District of Columbia in terms of most 
lane-miles needed

• Would save 28 million hours per year 
currently wasted in traffic jams 

Mobility Project (2006), Reason Foundation 







Indianapolis Rankings







Major Moves and PPPs

• 1st PPP introduced to public and General 
Assembly 

• $3.1 billion in new revenue 

• Transportation became the issue “du jour”

• Fast-track approach 

• Concerns about local road and transportation 
issues
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Bus Rapid Transit in the United States

Bus Rapid Transit

Systems in Operation

Bus Rapid Transit Systems

in Design or Construction
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Light Rail Systems in the United States

Light Rail Systems

in Operation

Light Rail Systems

in Design or Construction



Streetcar Systems in the United States

Streetcar Systems

in Operation

Streetcar Systems

in Planning, Design or Construction





The Legislative Role

• Examination of state’s long range plan for 
transportation 

• Review of existing public transportation 
services in Indiana

• Convene national experts to share what was 
happening in other states and economic 
regions

• Establish a standing joint committee to 
address transportation issues

• Commissioned studies to analyze 
transportation services in economic regions



Joint Committee on Mass Transit and 
Transportation Alternatives

• Established in 2006 through SEA 105
• IC 2-5-28

– Joint membership of House & Senate
– Review activity and studies on public mass 

transportation (regional, state, federal)
– Review spending and appropriations across 

transportation modes
– State advocacy and support for a comprehensive 

statewide transportation plan
– Focus on underfunded and underutilized systems of 

public transportation







Transit Demand in Indiana

REGION DEMAND TYPE DEMAND (trips)
TRANSIT TRIPS 

(2006)
% of DEMAND UNMET

Northwest
Urban 36.2M 5.7M 84.3%

Rural 1.08M 440K 59.3%

Northeast
Urban 10.9M 2.1M 80.6%

Rural 970K 110K 88.7%

West Central
Urban 9.7M 4.7M 51.8%

Rural 940K 60K 93.6%

Central
Urban 51.7M 14.9M 71.3%

Rural - - -

Southwest
Urban 7.7M 1.7M 88.0%

Rural 1.3M 300K 76.1%

Southeast
Urban 9.0M 1.1M 78.3%

Rural 1.4M 340K 77.1%

TOTAL
Urban 125.2M 30.1M 76.0%

Rural 5.7M 1.3M 78.1%

NOTE: Urban demand based on mobility gap method; Rural demand based on APTNA method. 



Increased Public Demand for Transit

• Will people use mass transit? 
• Public transit ridership increased 6.5% in third quarter of 2008 compared to same period in 2007, the largest quarterly increase in public 

transit ridership in 25 years. 
• IndyGo ridership increased 18.3% in the third quarter of 2008 compared to the same period in 2007. 
• Bloomington, Ft. Wayne, Gary, Lafayette, Muncie, and South Bend all recorded bus ridership increases year to date through September 

2008 compared to September 2007. 

• What is “public” or “mass transit?” 
• Mass transit comprises passenger transportation services which are available for use by the general public, as opposed to modes for 

private use such as automobiles or vehicles for hire. Some services are free though most charge some sort of fare. 
• Public transportation can consist of buses, subways, trolleys and light rail, commuter trains, van pool services, paratransit services for 

senior citizens and people with disabilities, ferries, water taxis, or monorails. 

• How does I-69 factor into your push for additional public transit funding? 
• HEC supports the selection of the least damaging and least costly route for the I-69 highway extension, which is unquestionably the U.S. 

41/I-70 route that uses existing roadways. If this route is built, it can be completed more quickly, at only half the cost (or less) in 
construction expenses. 

• If the state were to pursue the less costly U.S. 41/I-70 route, the money that was saved could be used to fund mass transit initiatives. 

• What about “Major Moves” and public transit initiatives? 
• Local bus systems in Indiana will receive about $56 million in state support in 2009, through the public mass transportation fund. In 

contrast, from state transportation funds and Major Moves, local and state roads will receive about $1.4 billion of state support this 
year. 

• While the majority of the state’s Major Moves funds are dedicated to road construction, those funds could be re-prioritized and 
directed to public transit and road repair. 

• Please visit                                       



Is the public willing to pay for 
improved public transit? 

• The recent public opinion poll commissioned by the Indy Chamber 
and MIBOR indicates that local residents are willing to pay more for 
better transit: 

• 87% of metro Indy residents agree that need exists for more 
transportation options including mass transit. 

• Of 9 most important local issues, mass transit ranked 1st in need for 
more funding. 

Using transit is cheaper than owning and driving a car, which 
costs the average family about $8,000 a year.



Indianapolis Public Transportation 
Corporation  (Indy Go)

Indianapolis 12th largest city 
in the United States

Ranks 99th in terms of size 
and funding as compared 
to other bus 
transportation fleets. 
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Northern Indiana Commuter 
Transportation District

http://southshore.railfan.net/ss-87.html




It’s  a team sport…

• Regional Transportation Authorities 

CIRTA, NICTD

• Hoosier Environmental Council

• Indiana Transportation Association

• Indianapolis Chamber of Commerce

• Local units of government (county and city 
councils)

• Ball State College of Architecture and Planning

• Federal and Congressional Supporters



Recommendations 
from the Joint Committee 

• INDOT should provide leadership to address special 
transportation services.

• Identify strategies to increase the capacity of regional 
and local planning 

• Establish a menu of local tax options for funding
• Develop a capital assistance grant program (IL – 20%)
• Direct federal research and planning funds to be used 

for statewide planning and research (currently used 
only for highway planning)

• Encourage regional transportation planning and 
pooling of resources through RTDs (HB 1660)



Next steps

• Identify and delineate appropriate state, regional 
and local roles

• Work across various state agencies to coordinate 
special services

• Modality research and planning by INDOT

• Adequate administrative and legal capacity

• Establish funding for services across the state

• Work with congressional delegation so that 
federal policy works best for Indiana


