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REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLANNING 
FROM THE MAYOR'S POINT OF VIEW 

Arthur J. Holland 
Mayor, City of Trenton, New Jersey 

Mayor Holland reviewed the impact of 
transportation on the city, over time, 
recognizing the importance of transportation 
to the vitality of this community. In 
relating to Regional Transportation Planning, 
he remarked: 

"The City of Trenton conceives City 
projects, plans for them and is responsible 
for implementation. We look to the regional 
planning process to provide us with a 
regional data base, regional forecasts and 
simulation, a regional transportation plan, 
and regional coordination and planning. This 
... includes the transportation system man­
agement (TSM) element for the region and the 
transportation improvement program (TIP). 
The City of Trenton also looks to the regional 
planning process and more particularly the 
Delaware Valley Regional Planning Commission 
(DVRPC) to provide technical expertise to 
complement our city planning department on 
specific projects (e.g., Downtown People 
Mover Proposal)." 

He also observed: "I have learned through 
experience that it is wise when planning to 
take into consideration the views of the 
people. One of the most serious domestic 
mistakes in the history of our nation was the 
urban renewal emphasis on clearance rather 
than conservation and rehabilitation. In 
retrospect, had we listened to the people for 
whom relocation was proposed, and who did not 
want to move, much social disruption could 
have been avoided and many priceless 
structures saved." Is there 

Is there a lesson here for transportation 
planning, even today? 

TRANSPORTATION NEEDS IN 
DECLINING URBAN AREAS 

Norman Krumholz, 
Director, Cleveland 
Department of Community Development 

The speaker challenged his listeners to show 
him ;;an Older metropolitan area chat does 
not have its standing long-range transportation 
plan (for) multi-billion-dollar highway and 
fixed guideway transit systems .. '.'This doesn't 
worry him, he indicated, since there is only 
a weak relationship between what a long-range 
plan says and what actually gets done. What 
does worry him are two things. "First is the 
fact that the vast majority of highway build­
ers and transit ope ators actually want these 
multi-billion-dollar facilities. Second, 
is the fact that in older metropolitan 
regions, rapid decline i n the center and low 
or no-growth across the total area is a 
reality that is simply not being admitted to 
the transportation planning and deve lopment 
process." 

In developing his thesis, Krumholz touched 
on: 

1. Improving the mobility of the transit­
dependent population; 

2. Making better use of existing trans­
portation facilities including the considera­
tion of street use pricing and ramp metering; 
and 

3. Improving the compensation (incurred 
by transportation development) for poor 
cities and poor people. 

Efficiency, he argued, points to the need 
of getting more out of existing system 
capacity and de-emphasizing new construction. 
Equity can be served by targeting subsidy 
programs toward transit-dependent people and 
poor cities. Controversy should not deter 
those with responsibility for transportation 
policy from taking a fresh look at preconcep­
tions and the unconventional ideas just over 
the horizon that seem to offer promise. 

COPING WITH REALITY: 
TRANSPORTATION PLANNING IN THE 1980'S 

Melvin R. Levin, 
Professor of Urban Planning 
Rutgers University 

Professor Levin profiled 
trau::;f.JuLLat:ion systems and the community 
dynamic • we have e:x:peri enr.P.<l sine'? th<" l 9'i0' s. 
and then examined the federal role and 
e111erging state and local roles in that 
regard. Guidelines for action were cited as: 

1 . Superimposing compactness on 
scatterations; 

2. The key problem relates to changes in 
people's behavior not hardware; 

3. Transit and marriage to the automobile; 
4. Proven technology to the rescue: the 

all purpose mall; 
5. Substituting communications for 

t:ra.v·cl. 

He concluded: 
"The discerning muy have noticed that 

this discussion has not really been limited 
to transportation planning for the 198O's and 
199O's. It has instead been much more con­
cerned with future development patterns in 
which transporlalluu is only one major 
component. As we move into the 1980's it is 
clear that our major goal should be to 
achieve cost eff.i iPnr, energy efficient, 
high urban density by directing the stream of 
new growth inLo infill areas. 

"A t t he same time, we must recognize 
real'ties. We have inherited a deeply rooted, 
hard-to-alter pattern of suburban sc.atteration 
and most Americans are indissolubly wedded to 
the automobile because it offers a freedom 




