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Bus proposals: Unrelated, but ...
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fleet for Seattle?
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(County voters in the September 19 primary
election will kave the opportunity to put Metro into
the transportation business. A ballot measure would
give Metro authorily te establish a county-wide
transit system. In Seattle, voters also will decide
on a measure that would require the city to re-

A county-wide
bus system?
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£ store its electric trolley fleet fo original size. The
% two issues are not related, hut.each could ultimately _
Question: What — cr whe Q. What would that buy? ing operating losses of = have an effect on the other. if they are approved. Question: What is the Met- tionally that farebox reve- the present household busi-
— is the Committee for Mod- A. About 300 new electric Seattle Transit but that if Z Bob Lane, staff reporter who has covered public ro proposition on the county nues are insufficient to pay ness tax, which costs house-
ernization of Electric Trans- tolleys and about 8 miles of costs continue to increase > transportation issues for The Times, has prepared primary ballot September 13 operating costs of rransit holds $6 a year. The Citizens
portation (COMET)? ¢ new overhead wire. Seattie sharply some subsidy mxght 5 questions and answers about both of these compli- * all about? systems. Increasing fares Transit Committee, which
Answer: Essentially it is Transit now has 33 trolleys be needed. = cated ballot measures.) 7 Answer: Metro is askin g drives down patronage and is promoting the Metro plan.
four men. They make up the (some 32 years old) and g Z the public to approve its Denalizes those who have no  gisg has estimated that
board of officers of the com- .about 27 miles of overhead Q. There are firm funding Zrrimsemenn PRIRMTETIET S SROr I lan for county-wide public Other method of moving  Seattle residents are paying
mittee. The group was or- wire. commitments to COMET transportation, to put the around a city. about $5 a year household
ganized years ago as & polit- from the state and federal A. No. COMET stresses made no suggestions for in- agency into the transit busi- for transit subsidies via pay-

ical body to campaign for
electric trolleys. It is an out-
orowth of a study by the
Seattle chapter of the Wash-
ington Society of Profession-
al Engineers which reported
trolleys were more efficient
than diesel buses.

Q. Who are the officers?

A, Charles Ittner, a re-
tired electrical engmeer is
president.

Kernan R. Dennis, presi-
dent of Northwest Electric
Co., is vice president. Ray-
mond Q. Petrich, vice presi-
dent of Engineered Industri-
al Systems, Inc., 15 secre-
tarv. Peter A. Breysse, an
assistant professor of envi-
ronmental health at the Uni-
versity of Washington, is a
director.

Q..How manyv members
does COMET have?

A. None. It has sympathet-
lc supporters, however.

Q. What does COMET
want?

A. Its intent, azs ex-
pressed in the initiative peti-
tion it qualified for the Sep-
tember 19§ election, is t¢ re-
store to operation within two
vears all of the electric trol-
lev lines operating in Seattle
June 3, 1963. (That was the
city’s full trolley system, be-
fore the former Seattle Tran-
sit Commission began to
switch to diesels.)

The committee’s initiative
would require the city's tran-
sit vehicles to be predomi-
nately electric, by which 1t
means about 75 per cent
would be trolleys. This would
permit the use of motor
coaches for charters, some
school routes and route de-
velopment.

The Transit System would
become part of City Light,
according to the COMET ini-
tiative.

. What would it cost to
do what COMET wants?

A. COMET says $30 mil-
lion, The Seattle Transit Sys-
tem says the cost could be
as much as $40 million.
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Q. How would COMET pay
for its trolley system?

A, Iitner says the federal
government would pay two
thirds of the cost of building
the new system. The city
would have to raise about $5
million a year for two vears
to provide matching funds,
although COMET believes
state aid might pay half of
that. ,

The city's share could be
raised through a continua-
tion of the household-busi-
ness tax, imposition of a
sales tax increase or a smalil
increase in City Light rates,
Ittner has said.

The initiative measure on
the balilot says transit reve-
nue bonds could be sold and
guaranteed by City Light
profits. Transit, however,
has no revenue with which to
pay of bonds and City Light,
which has little surpius reve-
nue of its own, probably
would have to raise rates 1o
be abile t¢ retie transit
bonds.

Ittner has said COMET
would leave the City Council
the job of solving all of the
financial- problems inherent
in passage of the trolley pro-
posal. Passage would repre-
sent *‘a mandate” and would
need to0 be supplemented *“‘by

willing public officials . . .7’

Ittner saig.

Q. That cavers the cost of
buying new equipment, but
how would the COMET pro-
ponents plan to meet the day-
to-day deficits Seattle Tran-
sit experiences and which so
far this year total more than
83 million?

A. COMET’s answer 1is
that with a full fleet of trol-
leys the system will no longer
lose money, that there would
be no need for subsidy funds.
The group believes troileys
are so efficient and mainte-
nance and operating costs of
electric buses so low that
Transit’s need for about &5
million a year in subsidy
funds would be eliminated.

COMET has softened that
promige, nowever. [ts lead-
ership now says electric trol-
leys can wipe out the exist-

governments?

A. No. COMET believes
any form of aid available to
Metrg, if 1t goes into the
transit business, would be
avallaple to a transit system
operated by City Light.

Q. Why is COMET so in-
sistent about the superiority
of trolieys over diesels?

A. The group believes, ba-
sically, that trolleys are
miore efficient and will earn
money for a transit system
while a diesel bus operation
will lose money.

Ittner says three electric
trotley buses will do the
work of four diesel coaches.

Trollevs can start faster
and stop sooner: thus they
can do more work in the
same period of time, COM-
ET argues.

). Do transit experts sup-
port the COMET viewpoint?

A. Not at all. They might
agree a trolley traction mo-
tor is more efficient in its use
of energy, but there is no
agreement on the effect of
that efficiency.

The cost of labor—drivers

and mechanics and office

workers—represents about
&7 per cent of the cost of
running the transit system.
Transit experts say slight
savings in fuel and mainte-
nance would not offset the
high price of manpower.

For example: Seattle
Transit last vear spent
$407,756 for electricity. diesel
fuel and gasoline. Wages to-
taled $6.7 million.

COMET says, however,
that 35 per cent of Transit’s
labor is an ‘‘excessive penal-
ty’" caused by maintenance
of diesel engines.

Transit officials note the
limiting factor common to
both types of vehicles is the
congested traffic on city
streets. A faster vehicle
would have no advantage be-
cause it cannot use that su-
perior acceleration in slow-
moving traffic.

). Is economics the only
argument used by COMET?

the zir pollution — particu-
larly toxic oxides of nitrogen
— created by diesel engines.
The group alsc emphasizes
that trollevs are quiet, while
diesels are noisy.

COMET has estimated
diese! buses have creatad
about 4000 tons of oxides of
nitrogen since the decision
~was made in 1963 to switch
to diesels.

Q. Transit planners. par-
ticularly those associated
with the Metro plan, are say-
ng the issue is not diesels
versus trolleys. What do they
mean?

A. Several things. First,
the Metro Council, 1 a poli-
cy statement, has promised
10 refurbish the existing trol-
lev fleet — starting with an
early order for 20 new units
— and to expand the fleet
and the overhead wiring sys-
tern if the Seattle City Coun-
cil asks for it. In other
words, Metro can provide
trolleys if the public wants
them.

More important. at least to
transit planners, is the need
to develop an integrated and
coordinated regional transit
system, one that would im-
prove the movement of peo-
ple between all major points
of the county and within
Seattle. other cities and sub-
urban communifies,

Passage of the COMET
proposal and defe=t of the
Metro plan would. in their
opinion, destroy 2y opportu-
nity to develop a sensible re-
gional transportation system
that would serve ail of the
people of King County.

Q. What does COMET sayv
to that?

A. Its response is that
Seattie’s needs represent the
major share of the region’s
commuting problems and

that the central city should

come first. [ttner has sug-
ogested that discarded diesel
buses from Seattle could be
turned over to King County.
which could use them for
mass transit in the county.
Ittner and COMET have

War and peace

John Hempelmann

_ongress as Peacemaker
team interviews candidates

tegrating the two systems,
nor for the provision of re-
gional movement of people.

Q. What does Citv Light
think about the COMET
proposal that it take over
public transportation respon-
sibilities?

A. It doesn’t like the idea.
Gordon Vickery, lighting su-
perintendent, has said ap-
proval of the COMET initia-
tive could “‘be disastrous™ fi-
nancially to City Light. It
could require an increase in
light bills. (to pay for bonds
needed to buy new trolleys,
for example), damage the
utility’s reputation in the
bond market and, possibly,
violate the city's contract
with the Bonneville Power
Administration which makes
Seattle a preferential power
customer of the {ederal
&EENncCy.

COMET has not responded
directly to City Light’s com-
ments about the impact pas-
sage might have on the utili-
tv or its dealings in the bond
market and with other agen-
cies.

Q. Transit patronage has
decliined in Seattle—and
most other cities—because of
the convenience of availahili-
tv of the automobile and
freeways. Seattle Transit
generally is considered a
good system, yet it has had
to cut service because of pa-
tronage dectines. How does
COMET expects to reverse
this trend?

A. COMET would hope to
capture additional riders,
(needed to help pay for any
operation) simply by provid-
ing more frequent service on
a convenient “block-by-
block’ basis.

Most transit experts con-
sider this illusiory. Improve- -
ments In service—such as
having buses come every 1
minutes instead of every 3B
minutes—would cost a fan-
tastic amount of money. And
without a major increase in
patronage the need for pub-
lic subsidy funds would be
multiplied.
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Differing
Vietnam war. military
spending, amnesty and other
war-peace issues were made
public today iTom three can-
didates for Congress from
the 1st District.

Interviewed by a team
from the Congress as Peace-
maker program were Joel
Pritchard and Dr. C. Y.
Chiang,” Republican candi-
dates, and John Hempel-
mann, Democrat candidate.

Congress as Peacemaker
is a program of the United
Ministries of the Christian
Church (Disciples of Christ),
the United Church of Christ
and the Church of the Breth-
eren in the Pacific North-
west. -

A report on the Pritchard-
Chiang - Hempelmann inter-
views was made by Vern
Hathaway, chairman of the
Ist District team of Congress
as Peacemalker. He de-
seribed the program as an

- attempt “to explore the way

in which candidates for Con-
gress view Congress as a
peace-making force.”
Hempelmann told inter-
viewers he viewed the Viet-
nam war as an abuse of
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American mlhtarv might
and that, if elected, he would
move to cui oif all appropri-
ations for the war.

He emphasized his view
that Congress should assumne
maore control of the ability of
the United States 10 go io
war.

PRITCHARD’S RE-
SPONSE was that the Viet-
nam experience illustrated
the difficult tirme the United
States has had in finding its
proper role in world affairs.

Pritchard told interviewers
this indicated an. immature
longing to want to be loved
by the rest of the world and
a lack of judgement in not
being abie to reverse earlier

demsms once a Ccommit-
ment had been made.

Dr. Chiang told interview-
ers the lesson to be learned
from Vietham was the dan-
ger of responding to events
rather than governing
events. He said a consiitu-
tional crisis has developed
because the United Staies
has drifted intc a war which
Congress has not declared.

The three candidates
agreed that the first objec-
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tive of the United States for-

eign aid should be humanis-
tic, responding to the needs
of people.

Questioned about military
spending, Hempelmann teld
interviewers he was in favor
of maintaining United States
defense, security and the
ability to influence world af-
fairs, such as by supperiing
[srael in the Mediterranean.

Hempelmann said he was
more interested in people
programs than in having the
best weapons systems and
that he was optimistic both
Russia and the United States
would be able to cut back
military spending.

Pritchard told interviewers
that he feit spending less on
the military should be a na-
tiona! objective, but that the
military budget was tied to
international tensions.

DR. CHIANG SAID the de-
fense budget did not reflect
his sense of pricorities. He
proposed an institute for
peace to be established at
Seattie to research and dis-
cover steps toward world
peace.

Dr. Chiang said he was in
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Dr. C. Y. Chiang

favor of amnesty for those
whe have refused military
service if they are willing to
give one year of service (o
the country as a part of their
return.

Hempelmann said he was
in favor of selective consci-
entious objection for those
morally opposed to a partic-
ular war and that this status
should be granted retroac-
tively to those willing {0 do
alternative service.

Pritchard disagreed that
the country was split on the
amnesty issue and he said he
sensed 98 per cent of the vot-
ers opposed amnesty.

He told interviewers he
thought amnesty was not an
appropriate discussion topic
untfl the prisoners of war
were returned, but that e
also felt it wrong to discard
people. )

Some conditions would
have to be worked out for
the granting of amaesty,
Pritchard said.

The three candidates have
agreed to take part in a pub-
iic foirum on Congress as
Peacemaker on October 29
at Piymouth Congregational
Church, Hathaway said.
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ness and to approve increas-
ing the sales tax in the coun-
ty from 3 10 3.3 per cent 10
help pay for it.

). What does the plan of-
fer?

A. Tts principal elements,
as adopted by the Metro
Council. are:

1. A multi-center concept
of public transit in which ex-
press bus routes would link
major activity centers (such
as Cities, community cen-
ters, shopping areas,
Seattle-Tacoma Airport, coi-
leges and hospitals) through-
out the county. There would
be about 5 express routes
providing about 650 miles of
two-wav service.

2. Local service in com-
munities and towns provided
by about 100. routes covering
850 miles of two-way routes
daily. The local service
would feed the express svs-
tem and provide transporta-
tion within neighborhoods.

(All of that service would
not be provided immediate-
lv. It would be deveioped
oradually with Metro buying
buses and building facilities
on a pay-as-vou-go basis.)

3. Introduction of a new
tvpe of express service,
krown as the Metro Flyer.
Buses would operate on {ree-
ways and major arierials
and would pick up passen-
gers from feeder buses at
major interchanges. The
freewavs would be modified
with the addition of new
lanes and ramps and stair-
ways so the Metro Flyers
would not need to leave the
freeway 10 meet passengers.

4. Construction of approxi-
mately 23 park-and-ride lots
for continvation and expan-
sion of Blue Streak-tvpe ex-
press service. The lots would
provide free parking for
about 14.000 cars and would
provide simple sheltered
waiting areas. passenger
pick-up and drop-off points,
special access lanes and
landscaping.

3. The replacement of 300
existing transit buses and
trollevs and the purchase of
an additional 250 vehicles by
1980.

6. A shelter and signing
program (0 provide about
1.200 sheltered waiting areas
along bus routes, an estimat-
ed 6.000 new bus stop signs
providing schedule and route
information.

Q. What kind of buses will
Metro use?

A. Tt will start out using
equipment it acguires from
Seattle Transit and Metro-
politan Transit. Except ior a
few gasoline buses and a few
electric trolieys, those sys-
tems use diesel buses.

Metro has said it will re-
build the existing fleet of 33
trolleys and that 1f the
Seattle City Council wishes
the trolley fleet will be ex-
panded. Metro also has said
it will buy no more new die-
se] buses, that it will seek
the elast-polluting and quiet-
est vehicles available.

Metro's search for a new
pOWEr sgurce now is concen-
trated on a bus engine fueled
with liquified natural gas. it
generates fewer pollutants,
has no odor and is quicter
than a diesel. It also costs
slightly more to fuel and to
purchase. Tt is not now in
use except on a smail scaie
in a few areas. But 2 manu-
facturer is prepared to build
the bus for sale.

Q. What will the Metro
sysiem cost?

A. Metro’s transit-pianning
consuitants have estimated
the cost through 198G at
about $96 million.

(. Who would pay for it?

A. By approval of the in-
crease in the sales tax, coun-
tv residents would provide
the “seed " monev to attract
federal and state funds that
would pay nearly 87 per cent
of the cost of buying new
buses and constructing other
transit facilities.

That tax would raise about
$10 million a vear in the
county for transit use. It
would entitie Metro to re-
ceive a like amount from the
state’s motor vehicle excise
tax, a subsidy source now
supporting several transit
svstems in the state. it also
would provide the matching
funds required to qualify
Metro to receive federal
funds for the purchase of
buses and development of
parking iots and other fea-
tures of the pian.

Q. Can't the people who
ride the bus pay for it?

A, Tt has been shown na-

Q. What would the Metro
fare be?

A. The Metro Council has
adopted a base fare of 20
cents and a zone fare of 10
cents.

In Seattle, that fare would
mean reduced costs lor
about one third of all transit
riders—those who travel
only within one zone. Those
who make two zone trips—
about half the riders—will
nav the same amount. The
few who ride through three
zones (less than 1 per cent)
would pay more.

{n other areas of the coun-
tv. the fare structure would
produce marked savings in
bus riding costs. It now costs
$1.20 to ride a ‘v‘{etu::;mlitan
Transit Corp. bus from Au-
burn to downtown Seattle.
Under Metro the fare would
be 60 cents.

Another example: Belle-
vie to downtown Seattle now
is 60 cents; it would be cut

to 40 cents with the Metro

system.

Metro’s intent is to make
each community a single
ZOne SO passengers may ride
within their area without
paving zone fares.

Q. Why should there be
zone fares?

A. Zone fares have been
adopted by many transit sys-
tems to assure that persons
making long trips pay a fair
share of the cost of provid-
ing that trip. If a flat fare
were charged a person rid-
ing from Ballard to the Uni-
versity of Washingten. he
would, in effect, be subsidiz-
ing a person who paid the
same fare to ride from Both-
ell to the university.

Q. Why Metro?

A. Origina] metropolitan
district enabling legislation
listed transportation as one
of several functions. Metro,
since its inception, has
worked only in the water
pollution-control  field and
has gained an international
reputatinn for its success.

The Legisiature since has
given Metro transit-planning
authority. Metro, however,
needs a vote of the public to
put it into the transit busi-
ness.

Q. How did Metra develop
its transit plan?

A. Metro. working with the
Puget Sound Governmental
Conference, retained Daniel,
Mann. Johnson & Menden-
hall, consultants, to identily
transit needs and to prepare
a plan that would satisfy
those needs ¢n a regional ba-
sis.

The foundation of much of
the plan was a series of 32
public meetings held
throughout King County last
winter and spring. Persons
attending the meetings told
planners what they wanted
and where they wanied to
go, They expressed a desire
for frequent, fast and on-
time service. They urged the
use of funds io improve serv-
ice, not to provide {rifls.

From that, and from the
consultant’s own experience,
grew the multicenter concept
of public transportation.

Q. How would Metro set up
its bus system and when
would it begin pperating?

. If voters approved the
plan September 13, Metro
would take over regional
transit eperations Januarv 1.

Metro would acquire the
Seattie Transit System from
Seattle and would purchase
the Metropolitan Transit
Corp.. which is owned by the
American Transit Co., a
division of the Chromailoy
America Corp., a large busi-
ness conglomerate. It has
been estimated the two syvs-
tems are worth about £7.8
million. aithough the pur-
chase price would be based
on careful appraisals by ex-
perts.

Service in the first few
months would be similar io
that provided by the fwo 5vs-
tems today. It wouid be ex-
panded and improved as new
equipment is obtained, park-
ing lots developed and Metro
Flyer stops built.

The Metro plan will be on
a “pay as vou go” basis
through 1980. Metro will sell
no longterm bonds to fi-
nance the work, thus saving
on interest costs associated
with bend financing.

. How nmuch will that ex-
tiras sales tax cost?

A, 1t has heen estimated
that a family of four witk an
annual income oi 310.000 will
nay %15 a year in added tax-
es.

In Seattle. however. that
wiil be ofiset by dropping

. o

- Tegressive

ments to transit {rom the

city's general fund.

Thus, approval of the Met-
ro plan could save Seattie
households about §11 a year.
The new tax would be §18,
causing a net increase of
only #4.

(. What js the financial
condition of Seattle Transit?
Of Metropolitan Transit?

A. Seattle Transit's operat-
ing deficit wiil exceed $4 mil-
lion this year. That's the dif-
ference between money
dropped in the farebax and
the cost of running the buses
and paying emploves.

The deficit probably wili
increase next year. adding 3
financial burden to the City
Council, which this year ap-
propriated §1.5 million from
general funds to Transit. The
household tax, the state sub-
sidy and federal aid tor the
Blue Streak program helped
pay the rest of the deficit.

Although Transit is Hmp-
ing along, it is unable to do
miuch to improve its position
through the acquisition of
new equipment or through
the development of new pro-
grams and services that
might attract new riders.

Council members have
said the Metro system —
with its sound financial pase
— would be the best way of
protecting and improving the
relatively good service pro-
vided today bv Seattlie Tran-
sit.

Service {o suburbar com-
munities by . Metropolitan
Transit is kept alive by fi-
nancial aid from smaller ¢it-
ies and King County. The
county is contracting with
Metropolitan to continue pro-
viding suburban service.
That financial assistance is
shaky, however. Some of the

cities have said they are un--
abie to continue providing it -
much longer.

And Metropoiitan Transit
has said that without such
assistance it will have te dis-
continue or sharply reduce
its service, The need for
Metropolitan’s suburban op-
erations is illustrated by a
King County study which
showed that 77 per cent of its
riders needed a bus io get 1o
work and 60 per cent had no
other means of ransperta-
tion.

Q. 1s there opposition te
the Metro pian?

A. Yes. but erganized op-
position is confined te smail,
special-interest groups.

Some people object te the
nature of the
sales tax: others say the svs- .
tem doesn't do enough for
Seattle and the suburbs will
benefit at the city’s expense,

A few compiain that the
Metro Council “is not repre-
sentative’ because councii
members are not directly
elected.

There have been other
complaints that Metro 1s
bzsing some of its system on-
yet-unbuilt but planned high-
wavs and thus indirectly is
encouraging construction of
inore streets and highways.

Q. Why should the persun'
who doesn't use transit help
pay for the system?

A. Take the selfish view-
point. If more persons ride
buses, there will be fewer
cars in the {reeways and ar-
terials morning and evening.

Another argument is that
everyone at some time may -
need transit — when it
snows. for example: when"™
the family car is diszbled or
someone else needs it for a
dav. '

Probably the maest imper-
tant reason. but not one wel} .
recognized or accepted. is
that transit is just as much a
public service and function .
as police and fire protection,
libraries and heaith services.
Most pecple help pay for
those services through taxes -
— even though they may re-
ceive no direct personal ben-
efit until an emergency oc-
Curs.

The reasoning is that if
those other services are
worthwhile — even though
the average individual sel-
dom has direct contact with ,
them — then transit is equat- -
Iy deserving of pubiic sup-
port. T

Q. Will there be changes-.
or reduction in bus service
Januay 1, if Metro takes
over?

A. No. The Metro Council
has promised its eariv serv-
ice will be equal to that in
eifect when it assumes cop-
trol ¢of the two transit sys-
tems. There will be no re-
duction in service.
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