METRO IS UNFAIR!

Eastside Transportation Association, Nov. 18, 2013

The inequity of METRO Transit funding to King

County’s suburban subareas is significant and unfair. METRO Subarea Equity
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This subarea equity issue must be fixed prior to approving any additional taxes for METRO. King County’s eastside and
south end should first receive as much transit service as they are already paying for with existing transit taxes. If
METRO then wants to increase transit expenditures above what a subarea is paying for, the subarea should tax itself
for this benefit. For example, a Transportation Benefit District for the City of Seattle is one possibility to replace
Seattle’s unfair excess allocation of METRO's service hours. Regardless, METRO should give the East and South King
County areas the transit service they deserve and are paying for.

In addition to the unfair redistribution of suburban METRO Transit taxes to Seattle, an even larger transportation tax
inequity exists between transit and other modes of travel. While transit trips are just a small portion of the total daily
trips in the Puget Sound region, transit receives more than half of all transportation taxes. Only 3.6% of trips are taken
on the region’s six transit agencies (down from 6% 40+ years ago). However, nearly 60% of all transportation tax
revenue is spent on transit. Only 40% is spent on
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next 30 years, despite allocation of more than half of
the transportation tax dollar to subsidize transit.

Equity to the suburban taxpayers must be addressed prior to new tax authority for METRO.
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