EASTSIDE TRANSPORTATION ASSOCIATION

“Dedicated to improving our quality of life and the environment by reducing congestion thru increased mobility”


My name is Jim Horn, Chairman of the Eastside Transportation Association.

The City of Seattle dominates our regions transit trips today!


15% of person trips are within Seattle ​​– 67% of our transit trips


 9% of our trips are Seattle to suburbs ​– 19% of our transit trips


76% of our trips are Suburb to suburb – 14% of our transit trips

LR concentrates on that very narrow 9% market share – a market already well served by buses.

Spending more money trying for a deeper penetration of this very narrow market already served by busses makes little sense.

The result is more taxpayer money spent to provide a bus-rider a train ride at more taxpayer expense with few new transit riders.

A better approach is to provide more bus service for the 76% of the population that doesn’t want to go to Seattle – provides more transit riders for less cost at an earlier time.  We can’t afford to wait 10 to 15 years for LR.

It makes no sense to bring LR across I-90 to the eastside.  All that cost to replace one bus route with little increase in ridership at huge taxpayer expense.


LR across I-90 is a very high-risk program! 



Weight problems – stresses the bridge to 98% of its capacity

Stray current problems – subjecting the bridge to an earlier failure and increased maintenance costs

Attachment problems – higher cost & increased failure risks

Transition problems – LR from terra firma to a floating structure has never been done before in the world

Legal problems – vacating center roadway for LR

And no EIS.  Completion of an EIS should precede the vote 

LR across I-90 increases congestion and reduces usage.

Reduces vehicles by 33%,  trucks by 33%, and total passengers using the corridor by 20%.

All this to replace one bus route with LR?

No private company would undergo a program with such huge risks – particularly when there is a better way with little risk, increased benefits, lower costs and an earlier delivery.

In addition busses are more flexible to adjust to errors in forecasting population growth.

Your proposal is not a reduced program – the taxes are the same – ½¢ sales tax in Prop 1, ½¢ sales tax in your proposed program. 

The only thing reduced is the amount of infrastructure that you promise to deliver for the same amount of tax.

You can’t fool the public by calling it a reduced program when the taxes are the same.

KC Executive Ron Sims has it right – this is the wrong investment at the wrong time.
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