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Scan of External Communications – Week 7
This week’s scan of 24 stakeholder websites focused on public policy think tanks and human environment organizations.  Listed below are the associations that have updated their content related to SAFETEA-LU and its environmental and planning provisions since the previous scan on September 16. 
Following the list are several articles or opinion pieces located through our database searches.  The first relates to Congressional proposals to change the NEPA process; the rest relate to the Safe Routes to School program.
--  “The Erosion of Environmental Policy” (opinion piece), L.A. Times, Oct. 5, 2005

--  “Study Ranks Where Children Can Walk Safely,” USA Today, Oct. 4, 2005

--  “Expense of walking:  Federal grant is poor way to spend money,” Daily Record, Morristown, NJ, (series of op-eds and letters to the editor), August 5 – October 7, 2005.
America Bikes

http://www.americabikes.org
The website has several documents focusing on the successful funding increases for a variety of human environment programs in SAFETEA-LU.  These include a summary document entitled “Billions for Bikes: Thank you!” and summaries of Safe Routes to School, Non-Motorized Pilot Program, Conserve by Bicycling (energy bill provision), Recreational Trails, CMAQ, Transportation Enhancements, and other bike-related provisions.
American Recreation Coalition

http://www.funoutdoors.com/node/view/1381
News release dated 9/23/05 summarizes U.S. DOT’s announcement of 45 new or extended American Scenic Byways.

National Center for Bicycling and Walking
http://www.bikewalk.org/safe_routes_to_school/SR2S_introduction.htm
This website has a section devoted to the Safe Routes to School program and includes a brief analysis of SAFETEA-LU, funding options, planning links, and several case studies.

National Coalition for Promoting Physical Activity
http://www.ncppa.org/
The home page features an article titled “Physical Activity Programs Fare Well in SAFETEA-LU” and contains summaries of federal human environment programs.

National Center for Policy Analysis
http://www.ncpa.org/newdpd/dpdarticle.php?article_id=2194
A brief commentary on an August 30th New York Times article on HOT lanes entitled, "The Road to Hell is Clogged with Righteous Hybrids."

The Erosion of Environmental Policy

http://www.latimes.com/news/opinion/commentary/la-oe-rosenberg5oct05,0,4568370.story?coll=la-news-comment-opinions
By Erica Rosenberg

October 5, 2005

THE BUSH administration and Congress have been chipping away at the National Environmental Policy Act, the law that requires federal agencies, such as the Forest Service and the Army Corps of Engineers, to do environmental impact reviews of their actions and programs. Now the House is about to consider how to "modernize" the act, but based on what the White House and Congress have already done, it's clear that the agenda isn't so much updating the law as gutting it. 

Like other recent campaigns that have hidden environmental assaults under euphemisms — such as the Clear Skies Initiative, which aimed to roll back air pollution controls — the attack on NEPA is being sold as something it isn't: cooperative conservation.

The act, a Nixon-era law and one emulated around the world, outlines a process for considering environmental factors in federal decision-making about such things as dam building, grazing, offshore drilling, road-less-area protection and highway expansion. It requires the government to analyze and disclose environmental impacts of proposed actions and to examine alternatives, and it allows the public — local governments, Indian tribes, individual citizens — to participate in the decision. 

The act is set up so that the greater the environmental impact of a project or policy, the more analysis and public input it requires. It calls for a full-scale environmental review, in the form of an environmental impact statement, for major actions, and a shorter assessment for actions with less significant impacts. When a project is routine and has no significant environmental impact, such as painting a fence or removing brush, the act also allows for exemptions from analysis.

The act cannot by itself stop harmful projects, but it can substantially improve the environmental outcome. In Utah, for example, it resulted in moving a radioactive waste site away from the Colorado River. In North Carolina, a proposal for an erosion-control project was withdrawn because it meant rerouting a fishing stream. In these cases and many others, the act has served as an instrument of democracy. In short, it is already the statutory embodiment of cooperative conservation. 

To get a sense of the Bush administration's antipathy for the act, one need only look at how the U.S. Forest Service — overseen by Bush's undersecretary of Agriculture, Mark Rey — has implemented it. In June 2003, for example, the agency decided that logging done in the name of hazardous fuels reduction on up to 1,000 acres of land, as well as logging in burned areas up to 4,200 acres, was as benign environmentally as clearing brush. It claimed, shockingly, that logging of such magnitude would have no significant impact and therefore needed no environmental review or public comment. 

This week, the Forest Service is expected to apply such "streamlining" yet again. A proposed rule change would exempt its entire forest-management planning process from environmental review. That means that the agency can put together a plan for logging, mining, off-road vehicle use and more on public lands without having to consider environmental effects or deal with citizen input. That process, instead, would kick in as each piece of the plan is implemented. But as more and more kinds of actions are made exempt, fewer and fewer reviews will actually take place.

Congress uses the same tactic of expanding the categories that are excluded from the full-blown NEPA process. In one rider on a recent appropriations act, a set of grazing allotments in Nevada were simply made exempt from environmental review. The aim of such waivers is to grant corporate interests — such as the cattle industry, timber concerns or the oil and gas industry — largely unfettered access to public lands. 

Review after review, including a 2003 study by the White House's Council on Environmental Quality, have shown the act to be an effective planning tool and a critical element of open and accountable government. 

It is precisely because of the act's success in building consensus and advancing broad public interests over narrow corporate ones that the administration has been undercutting it. Now, Congress stands poised to dismantle a cornerstone of civic engagement. The effects of this surely will not be limited to the environment — they will be felt by our democracy itself.


ERICA ROSENBERG directs the Program on Public Policy at Arizona State University's College of Law. She was on the Democratic staff of the House Resources Committee from 1999 to 2004.

Study Ranks where Children can Walk Safely 

http://www.usatoday.com/news/nation/2005-10-04-child-pedestrians_x.htm 
October 4, 2005

By Charisse Jones, USA TODAY 

The Memphis metropolitan area was the most dangerous for young pedestrians in a ranking of data compiled by Safe Kids Worldwide, an international organization focused on preventing accidental injuries to children. Austin was the safest. 

The report based its rankings of 47 metropolitan areas on the population ages 14 and younger, the average number of such pedestrians killed each year and the estimated percentage of trips children make on foot.

Pedestrian deaths among children are dropping. The number of children 14 and younger who died as pedestrians dropped from 768 in 1993 to 390 in 2003 — a decline of 49% — the National Highway Traffic Safety Administration (NHTSA) says.

One reason for the drop is that proportionally fewer children are walking to school: 10% in 1995 from nearly 50% in 1969, according to the Safe Kids study.The study found that major cities are often less dangerous than communities where people are more spread out.

"There's a culture of walking in cities so you establish a practice with your children," says Alan Korn, director of public policy for Safe Kids Worldwide. "Waiting at the light, staying in the yellow lines. Out in the rural and suburban areas you're a little more tied to your car so you don't have that experience."

Susan Kirinich, pedestrian safety program manager for the NHTSA, says, "Because fatality numbers are lower than (for) some other issues, it's sometimes not necessarily seen as the highest priority." But "any fatality is too much. Many of these could be prevented through education, enforcement and engineering solutions."

The Safe Kids report encourages parents to walk or bike with their children to school and other destinations to promote a culture of walking. It also urges cities to build more sidewalks, crosswalks, speed humps and other safety features.

A city program in Austin annually teaches more than 35,000 elementary students how to cross the street. "It's just something that's always been a priority," says Alan Hughes, supervising engineer for the city's child-safety program.

Like Austin, Memphis has law enforcement officers, hospital officials, parents and teachers working to improve pedestrian safety for children. Nevertheless, says Susan Helms, who coordinates Safe Kids efforts for Tennessee and the mid-South, "news like this sometimes is just what you need for an opportunity to step up efforts."

Best, worst areas 
Complete rankings of 47 metropolitan areas with 1 million or more residents that are most and least dangerous for child pedestrians:

1. Memphis

2. St. Louis

3. Oklahoma City

4. San Antonio

5. Houston-Galveston-Brazoria, Tex.

6. Tampa-St. Petersburg-Clearwater, Fla.

7. Cincinnati-Hamilton, Ohio-Ky.-Ind.

8. Raleigh-Durham-Chapel Hill, N.C.

9. Detroit-Ann Arbor-Flint, Mich.

10. Milwaukee-Racine, Wisc.

11. Orlando

12. Atlanta

13. Indianapolis

14. Miami-Fort Lauderdale

15. Rochester, N.Y.

16. Greensboro-Winston-Salem-High Point, N.C.

17. Louisville

18. New Orleans

19. Nashville

20. Kansas City, Mo.-Kan.

21. Buffalo-Niagara Falls, N.Y.

22. Jacksonville

23. Charlotte-Gastonia-Rock Hill, N.C.-S.C.

24. Los Angeles-Riverside-Orange County, Calif.

25. Salt Lake City-Ogden, Utah

26. Phoenix-Mesa, Ariz.

27. Dallas-Fort Worth

28. Grand Rapids-Muskegon-Holland, Mich.

29. Sacramento-Yolo, Calif.

30. Chicago-Gary-Kenosha, Ill.-Ind.-Wisc.

31. Washington-Baltimore, D.C.-Md.-Va.-W.V.

32. Columbus, Ohio

33. Denver-Boulder-Greeley, Colo.

34. Norfolk-Virginia Beach-Newport News, Va.-N.C.

35. Philadelphia-Wilmington-Atlantic City, Penn.-N.J.-Del.-Md.

36. Hartford, Conn.

37. Minneapolis-St. Paul-Wisc.

38. San Diego

39. Las Vegas

40. Boston-Worcester-Lawrence, Mass.-N.H.-Maine-Conn.

41. Cleveland-Akron, Ohio
42. New York-Northern New Jersey-Long Island, N.Y.-N.J.-Conn.-Pa.

43. Pittsburgh

44. San Francisco-Oakland-San Jose, Calif.

45. Portland-Salem, Ore.-Wash.

46. Seattle-Tacoma-Bremerton, Wash

47. Austin-San Marcos, Tex.

Walking in Wharton
Daily Record, Morristown, NJ

August 5, 2005

By: Fred Snowflack
If kids are out of shape, maybe they should try walking to school. That's the aim of a new program being tried this fall in Wharton. The town has gotten a $150,000 federal grant through the state's Transportation Planning Authority to develop alternative ways for students to get to school. Wharton is a K-8 district. The grant will pay for what is grandly called "an infrastructure needs assessment." It also will pay for developing a "long-term plan of action."  We heartily support any effort aimed at increasing exercise for children. Wharton is a small town with sidewalks in most places. Walking to and from school should not be too arduous a task for any student.  At the same time, we must wonder why it takes $150,000 to encourage students to travel to school by foot, or by bike, rather than in their parents' car. Those who execute the grant are going to have to be pretty creative to justify the expense.
Expense of walking:  Federal grant is poor way to spend money

Daily Record, Morristown, NJ

September 19, 2005

To the editor:

Bids are due Oct. 5 and when submitted will be reviewed by seven agencies or groups. We won't name them all for brevity sake, but they include the state Transportation Planning Authority and NJ Transit in addition to officials in Morris County and Wharton.

Sounds like a major project, no?

Actually, these are bids on a $150,000 project aimed at encouraging school students to walk or bike to school. The basic idea is a good one. Studies show that children these days spend too much time watching television and playing computer games and not enough time exercising. Wharton has sidewalks in most places and is a town where it is very easy to walk.

And yes, the school district should suggest and encourage students to walk. That said, how does encouraging something as simple as walking to school merit a $150,000 study?

The money will go to studying sidewalks, bicycle lanes, crosswalks, signs and traffic signals.

With the exception of bike lanes, which the borough does not have, we must ask: Are not sidewalks, signs and traffic lights already subject to regular maintenance and review by the borough. Or in other words, why does Wharton need a high-priced study to learn about its sidewalks and traffic lights?

Government governs worse when it does not reinvent the wheel, but invents innovative ways to spend money needlessly. This is a perfect example of that. Many generations of students have walked to school. And they did it without federal grants.

Safe Routes to School, Walking has many benefits

Daily Record, Morristown, NJ
September 21, 2005

To the editor:
Your recent editorial, "Expense of Walking," misses a few points in concluding that there is "no need for a study" to aid in getting students to walk and bike to school. Wharton may have sidewalks, more than in other Morris County communities, but having sidewalks and using them are two different issues.

How many communities have sidewalks but the speeding traffic makes crossing the street difficult at best? The key word in Safe Routes to School is "safe." Communities all over the world have introduced Safe Routes to School programs with documented success in reducing the amount of daily traffic around schools and in providing safer walking and cycling conditions for students.

Even cultures that have infrastructure and promote biking and walking, like Great Britain, Germany and the Netherlands, have instituted major Safe Routes to School programs.

Research shows that physically inactive kids are likely to grow up to be physically inactive adults. Safe Routes to School programs are one way to provide daily physical activity and to raise the awareness of students and drivers of the need to provide safe conditions around schools.

Only 1 percent of all federal transportation funding goes to bicycle or pedestrian facilities. Yet approximately one-third of our population does not drive due to age, disability or other issues. Can walking to school stem the tide of the increasing childhood obesity rates? Probably not, but walking or riding a bike provides so many health benefits.

LEIGH ANN VON HAGEN

Walking to school: Wharton sets bar on program

Daily Record, Morristown, NJ

Oct. 7, 2005

To the Editor:

The Sept. 21 editorial entitled "Expense of Walking" takes issue with the federally funded Wharton borough Safe Routes to School Program. A program that encourages children to walk and bicycle to school through education, enforcement, and engineering, we, and many others, believe is money well spent. It is true that many generations of students have walked to school, unfortunately not this generation.

In fact, today, nationally only 10 to 25 percent of children walk to school compared to the 70 percent of students during the 1950's and 1960's and fewer than three in 10 children who live less than a mile from school walk.

According to the Centers for Disease Control, as many as one in five children are obese. The United States Department of Health and Human Services has a goal to increase the proportion of walking trips less than one mile to school to 50 percent by 2010.

Just last month, President Bush signed the federal transportation bill (SAFETEA-LU), which specifically dedicates $612 million for Safe Routes to School Programs over the next five years. As part of that bill, each state will receive no less than $1 million per year and New Jersey stands to get much more than that over the course of the bill.

The $150,000 will be used to develop Wharton's plan and essentially gives them the highest priority when competing from this new pot of federal funds.

If anything, Wharton is a leader in New Jersey for instituting this program.

Richard Bitondo

Superintendent of Schools 

William J. Chegwidden

Mayor, Borough of Wharton 
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