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June 23, 2015 

Dear Chairman Staples and Members of the Governor’s Transportation Finance Panel: 

Thank you for the opportunity to present our ideas and comments at today’s public hearing on funding 

options to meet Connecticut’s transportation needs. 

On April 16, 2015, we sent you a letter (attached) with our suggestions.  In it we highlighted the 

importance of the following: 

 Providing short‐ and long‐term funding options; 

 Defining funding mechanisms for both capital projects and operating expenses; and 

 Viewing all levels of funding ‐‐ federal, state, regional and local ‐‐ and also the role of user fees 

 Today, we as a group would like to emphasize the need to develop criteria that can be used in 

evaluating various funding options.  We ask that you consider the following general principles: 

 Long‐term funding viability; 

 Funding security; 

 Clearly defined project benefits; 

 Consideration of revenues from federal, state, sub‐state regional and local levels; 

 Diversity of revenue sources; and 

 Ease of collection. 

We firmly believe that maintaining and improving Connecticut’s transportation systems are critical to 

Connecticut’s economy and environment as well as to providing residents with the transportation 

options they need.  Planning, prioritization, and funding are all needed for success.  We hope to provide 

you with additional information as you continue your review. 

Thank you for your consideration of our suggestions. 

CACT, Mary Tomolonius, 860‐693‐0398, mary.cact@yahoo.com 

CCIA, Don Shubert, 860‐529‐6855, dshubert@ctconstruction.org 

CRCOG, Lyle Wray, 860‐522‐2217, lwray@crcog.org 

CT Fund for the Environment, Leah Schmalz, 203‐787‐0646, lschmalz@ctenvironment.org  

Regional Plan Association, Amanda Kennedy, 203‐356‐0390, amanda@rpa.org 

Transit for CT, Karen Burnaska, 203‐261‐9243, karenb01@earthlink.net 

Tri‐State Transportation Campaign, Joe Cutrufo, 860‐796‐6988, jcutrufo@tstc.org 
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Tri-State Transportation Campaign, a non-profit organization working toward a more balanced, transit-
friendly and equitable transportation system in New York, New Jersey and Connecticut, urges the 
Transportation Finance Panel to consider highway tolls among the many long-term funding solutions for 
the governor’s long-term transportation vision.  

Highway tolls – if implemented strategically – can do more than simply raise revenue. They can also help 
to alleviate traffic congestion in the state’s busiest corridors. According to the Texas Transportation 
Institute, congestion costs drivers in the Hartford, New Haven and Bridgeport-Stamford metro areas 
roughly 48 million hours in delays and $971 million in lost time and wasted fuel each year.  

Congestion tolls versus border tolls 

Much of the discourse surrounding tolls has been focused on placing tolls at the state’s borders. These 
border tolls place an undue burden on communities located at the state’s edges, and they also fail to 
mitigate congestion in the places that need congestion mitigation the most.  

Instead, tolls should be located where alternatives to driving are available, such as Interstate 84 in Metro 
Hartford and Interstate 95 in Southwest Connecticut. Charging drivers to use these corridors is a more 
equitable solution than charging drivers who travel where there is no public transit, such as Interstate 395 
at the border between rural Thompson, Connecticut and Webster, Massachusetts. 

Tolling technology 

Tolling technology has come a long way since the last toll booth was removed from the state in the 1980s. 
Today’s modern open-road, all-electronic systems collect tolls using overhead gantries fitted with 
transponder and camera technology – not with old-fashioned toll booths. This type of infrastructure exists 
on the New York State Thruway, the Garden State Parkway, and on Interstate 93 in New Hampshire. With 
open-road, all-electronic tolling, nobody has to slow down, so there is no impact on traffic flow. 

We would also encourage the panel to consider variable-rate tolling. This type of system manages 
demand for road capacity by charging higher tolls during peak hours (and lower tolls during off-peak 
hours).  

Public support for tolls 

Some State elected officials have said there is little appetite for tolls in Connecticut. These statements do 
not match up with polling data. A Quinnipiac poll conducted in March of 2015 shows that 58 percent of 
Connecticut Republicans and 62 percent of Democrats support tolls as long as the revenue raised goes 
toward transportation purposes. These numbers underscore the importance passing a transportation 
“lockbox” measure, something the General Assembly is expected to take up during the special session this 
summer.  

http://www.ct.gov/opm/lib/opm/tsb/reports_tsb/final_report_-_tolling_study.pdf
http://blog.tstc.org/2010/05/21/open-road-tolls-arrive-in-hudson-valley-njpa-border/
http://blog.tstc.org/2014/01/31/budget-provision-could-make-all-electronic-tolling-a-reality-throughout-new-york/
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=HxVBdYHWiCI
http://articles.courant.com/2014-06-09/news/hc-connecticut-tolls-0609-20140609_1_plazas-hov-debora-rivera
http://www.quinnipiac.edu/news-and-events/quinnipiac-university-poll/connecticut/release-detail?ReleaseID=2174
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