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e Lz s Tax Isn't VWorking

I‘P"
s Not If dexed to inflation
> )] rfl itD Increase

s W —

Fzle JJJI y maintenance burden
growing
st el new facilities increasing
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1ilac Tax Isn't Working

e J]f ble distribution of funds
All erm ve fuels

terfuel efficiency means less
) GJJ ected

e equitable user fee
2 - No choice
grdiveriead
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Alloung Federal Gas Tax

O Avgﬁﬂ tax dollar Texas sends
i \/\/f 'ington we only. recelve 30-
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Allotment of Federal Gas Tax
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o .OO oi' ederal gas tax
Ly caking Underground Storage Tank fund
N ass-Transn Account

m y Account (IX'is guaranteed $.70)
ransportatlon enhancements

;I, \Viaintenance

0 Safety
MAQ
G De o) tratlon Projects
deFinfrastructure
eCl cational trails
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S50 B e:e replacement & rehabilitation
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) an]’r}ri entall & planning costs
PROW costs
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‘I i: 'Concept of Regional
~ Mobility




INE Te as Model
Soire) o .dmectors (appointed)
—Nole: ~1L"ﬂe

A= -odal approach

= Planes; tiains, automobiles and more
Jirisdictional Hexiility

Eultiple counties

=SNG ,U-OUS counties

[IeYative contracting methods

— Gomprehensive development agreement
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iineshexas Viodel
AWIEnd offfuinding sources
~ Reven Je bonds
— Private equity
— Private ‘capital
ederal funds
iate fiunds
Grants aneiioans
*elINEqUIty, Grant
. Tiexas b‘[)ility Fund
S TIEIA

* SlB

=

“ocal contributions/taxes
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Gettinq Sfarted

. O\/r‘rfl loans; grants and
(Jor FJﬁ screate flnanC|aI

'I'l"l’“-"'

follplelsitelp)

Lo e —

REVERUE bonds or private
RVEStMEnT provides primary capital
JleliSteriees generate revenue {o
MEERAEDT ebligations

ASIbUsiness increases, surplus
EVENRUE J: e used to fund other
eeienaliimebility needs
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ERStEgional
. '., IBLNIRAZ UGN
“ 1 in Texas

2 Beceln) gosrelilo
NN ETUE 2008
e ISIECOUIRL/ 20ENCY

Wit SEVEN
NHETvER oA

“e |nitial focus
- radlorlzl o)l Ferle)
- olar!
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' Eirst Project
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> Offe -ux,'/"proposed In 1982

NSEIENL |It under a Comprehensive
2VEIO oment Agreement

es gn/bund Process
ntractor assumes risk
ed maximum price of $166

ranteed completion March 2007
oJJr invelvement activities included
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eneﬁts _of CDA Process

Fosters ini Dvatlon
SEStWalliel approach
=XPECIIED d'schedule
Reduced isk
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$167,967,611

TIFIA LOAN L R
566,000,000 | D7V f\”‘[]% on Notes) $66,000,000
$64,700,000
butions (Right-of- $18,000,000
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iihe Environment
Go\/efﬁ Jent agencies are

S IJJJJ 10 tor keep up with the
clen) .fo:r {ransportation

If freJrr cture

SEVEmment agencies are under
PIEssuieto improve efficiency

|C|als have been passing
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e Environment
> Pr’vf" 2 companies (many foreign)
118 ,wm'g lncreased interest in
SXoWnershiprof traditionally public
Hiiiastructure

EmiRentdemain and property rights
ZENn2|erissue

AIES _out private ownership Is
i OVET:
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ARange of Options

Alleiwia private company to have
sonmplete ewnership of a traditional
publiciiacility

Allewia private company to operate
2l 9L 9] facility under a long term
CONCESSION Or lease

te ap ubllc corporation with
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A l\uno of Qptions

. /—\“OW ' ivate company to finance
r)fJJr‘ Whlle retaining public
Wi érj ipr

AW e prlvate company to have a
MIReHLY financial stake in an
SUIENVISE Ub|IC facility (share
plelits)
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ARG n_o Qf Qptions

SBEENE mIX of funding
- rf,< e empt pbonds

= Private activity bonds

= Private equity

— Goevernment grants and/or loans
— Jr)‘—‘(J | districts/tax increment

iing [

..-"'

— Hrops y.denations
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Thingg Contemplate
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o WY plelt appens i the project isn’t
fl)] Jrr ‘altimely manner or at all?

— \/\/nr Séumes the development risk?

sBViliftne Tacility meet cash flow

eq lifements?

~What happens if it does not?

S z'r e,._ hc Interest being served?

ouldlthe government have actually
done ’réaper or better?
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AT "r'r- f:é'cility cash flow meet

rec| J]' "ﬁ'iénts’?

— W“,, appens if it does not?
sVieiare e long term impacts?

_ Will the facility be operated well?
~\Who controls the fee structure?

— How wi | future facility needs be met?

— \/\/me con petlng facility restrictions will
DE rec Jui r d’?
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FRINGS (C
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$90 1

— Revenue Expenses

$80 -
$70 -
$60 -

New local projects or profits?
$50 -

($ millions)

$40 -
$30 -

20 -
$ Debt Service — Operations - Maintenance

$10 T I I I 1
FY 2010 FY 2011 FY 2012 FY 2013 FY 2014 FY 2015
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1hmo,- to Contemplate
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e.rs d|ff|cult
American public has grown

CC :si'c')hrh'ed to infrastructure like
ighways being publicly owned and

nerally free of user fees

ere s public disconnect between

lAcreasing congestion and the need

addi |onal funding sources such as

15 9 :;'ﬁ

LJ' -n user fees on a traditionally
olllty IS an attack on the core

eJ ES J some Individuals
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