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 Our Common Charge:  
Sustainable Transportation on Campus and in the Community 

 
 Recent global events have brought into sharp focus our nation’s transportation system and the energy system that 
underlies it.  Conflict overseas and natural disasters in the U.S. have spotlighted our dependence upon foreign oil; the 
vulnerability of the Gulf Coast to environmental impacts; the implications of our resource dependence and land use 
investments in war-torn and hurricane-prone areas; issues of security and transportation with regards to emergency 
evacuation strategies; and the social inequities pertaining to access to resources.  We are compelled to ask:  Can our 
tightly-woven transportation-land use-energy-environmental system be sustained over the long run?   
 We can and should continue to examine the issues of technology, resource use and the role of education in foster-
ing a system of sustainable transportation both locally and nationally. One chapter in this process took place in Septem-
ber, 2005 on the University of Idaho campus where 200 interested individuals from the community and the university 
addressed topics relating to sustainable transportation; including campus and local transportation, research facilities, 
educational programs, land use and sustainable development, and alternative fuels.  These issues have relevance for uni-
versities, local communities, and the national landscape. 
 Many important insights emerged from the two day conference:  
 

• The creation of a sustainable, multi-modal transportation system in Moscow, Idaho that links the Univer-
sity of Idaho to the greater community is possible through a cooperative approach between entities.  In Work-
shop Track 1, national transportation experts outlined steps toward a positive shift from single occupancy vehicle de-
pendence to a multi-modal sustainable and equitable transportation system developed in cooperation between local 
governments and universities.  
 

• The University of Idaho has the opportunity to be a leader in research, and a model for the application of 
renewable energy sources.  In Workshop Track 2, University of Idaho Architecture students facilitated a design cha-
rette, which yielded several designs for a sustainable energy lab and transit facility on campus.   
 

• Student involvement is essential in the discussion of sustainable transportation. In Workshop Track 3, par-
ticipants discussed how service learning projects can provide both university students and faculty with a more effective 
way to collaborate with community leaders in addressing land use and environmental issues, and engender a sense of 
stewardship in future generations.  
 

• Community values must be brought into the discussion of land use and transportation.   In Workshop 
Track 4, experts in the field of transportation helped participants identify community values, and then translate those 
values into attributes that the transportation system should have.     
 

• Rising petroleum fuel prices and the increasing need for a decentralized fuel source make the time ripe for 
research and development of alternative fuels, such as Biodiesel.  In Workshop Track 5, a group discussion took 
place about the advantages and impediments to producing feedstocks, to creating a Biodiesel fuel production facility, 
and to creating a market for the fuels on the Palouse.   
 

 The time is right for the university to embrace a spirit of community and interdisciplinary cooperation, in order to 
address today’s transportation, energy, and environmental problems.  UI President Tim White’s signature on the Tal-
loires Declaration, a commitment to environmental sustainability in higher education, behooves faculty, students, and 
staff to seek innovative solutions for common problems facing the university, and inevitably, the community as a 
whole.   
 Former Mayor Comstock and current Mayor Chaney both came to the conference, and affirmed the positive rela-
tionship that exists between the city and the university, as well as our common challenges.  I trust that we can accept 
the charge to face these challenges together. 

 
 
 
 

Michael Kyte 
Director, National Institute of Advanced Transportation Technology 
University of Idaho 



Will Toor 
Boulder County,  

Colorado 
 
 

Highlights from his 
Keynote Speech 

 

• During its first year at UC 
Boulder, the faculty/staff 
transit pass program re-
duced parking demand by 
350 spaces. 

 
• It’s two and a half times 

more expensive to meet 
demand through adding 
parking spaces than to  
reduce demand with a 
transit pass program.   

 
• A strong partnership be-

tween the university and 
the community is key to 
developing a sustainable 
transportation system. 

Sustainable Transportation On Campus and in the Community 

Introduction 

 Campus and Local Transportation was the concern of participants in 
Workshop Track 1 of the conference, Sustainable Transportation on Campus and in 
the Community, held at the University of Idaho in September of 2005. Twenty-
three individuals, representing the city, the university, state transportation 
agencies, private firms, and charities gathered to discuss the assets and trans-
portation challenges faced within the city of Moscow and on campus, asking 
the questions: How can we make transportation to and within the University 
of Idaho campus more sustainable and environmentally-friendly? What does a 
sustainable transportation system mean for the university? What plans, poli-
cies, and programs should be considered?  

Small group work, brainstorming sessions, and presentations engaged the 
participants in the discussion. University faculty, staff and students provided 
the history and data pertaining to the current transportation situation at UI; 
and national transportation experts, Will Toor, Boulder County, Colorado 
Commissioner, and Geoff Straw, manager of Unitrans- the student run transit 
operation at the University of California, Davis- shared their expertise and vi-
sion of what an integrated sustainable system of transportation, in and around 
a university campus, might look like. The workshop was facilitated by William 
McLaughlin, Professor, Department of Conservation Social Sciences, at the 
University of Idaho. 

 
 

Facilitator  Dr.  
William  McLaughlin 
leads the workshop 
participants in a 
brainstorming  
exercise to create a 
vision for  
sustainable 
transportation on 
and around campus. 

W O R K S H O P  T R A C K  1 :  

Geoff Straw 
Director, Unitrans 

UC Davis, California 
 

The transit system at 
UC Davis was “the 

first area where the 
two entities (the city 
and the university) 

got along.” 

Campus and Local 
Transportation 
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Opening Exercise: 
  
 Dr. McLaughlin was explicit in his instructions that the participants should 
move around and sit with unfamiliar people, in order to create diverse working 
groups for the exercise. The groups were given fifteen minutes to create a list of 
current issues in local transportation. Some of the groups addressed the trans-
portation issues for moving around on campus, some groups addressed trans-
portation issues for getting to and from campus. 
 The groups addressing on campus issues noted the following: 
 

• Context: Terrain and weather, including steep hills, snow and ice removal, 
protection for pedestrians and cyclists from inclement weather, and safety issues 
need to be taken into consideration when addressing transportation planning. 
 

• Safety: Safe traffic interactions between different modes- cars, bikes, motor-
cycles, scooters, and pedestrians need to be developed. 
 

• Access: Accessibility should include ADA accommodations, efficient emer-
gency and delivery routes, user friendly transit routes, carpool and vanpool ac-
commodation and accessible parking. 
 

• Assessment: There is a need for a systems view of transportation on campus. 
An assessment process that analyzes supply and demand for parking, transit 
availability to and from campus housing, the different needs of students, faculty 
and staff, as well as route studies for the different modes is essential. 
 

• Infrastructure and Design: There needs to be an educational component 
for promoting an integrated, sustainable on-campus system. Infrastructure 
needs to exist that promotes alternative fuels, as well as a campus transit system 
that provides an alternative to cars coming in from off-campus. 

  

The groups addressing transportation to and from campus noted the follow-
ing: 

 

• Access: Transportation to and from campus needs to consider students 
coming from rural and outlying areas. Bike paths and pedestrian routes, includ-
ing sidewalks, need to be improved. Emergency access must be considered. 
More bus routes that access campus are needed. A park and ride, vanpool and 
carpool systems need to be developed to reduce single occupancy vehicle traffic. 
Transit between Moscow and Pullman can be improved. 
 

• Safety: Highway 8 has very limited safe pedestrian crossing opportunities. 
Simultaneously, housing developments across Highway 8 has increased the 
number of pedestrian crossings on a daily basis. Similarly 6th street has many 
multimode traffic conflicts during peak class change times. 
 
• Assessment: Analysis of traffic flow and residential patterns would deter-
mine the feasibility of various transit systems to and from campus. Campus 

“The only thing in Idaho 
less well-funded than 

education is public 
transportation.” 

 
- Tom LaPointe, Director, 

Valley Transit 
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scheduling analysis would reveal peak pedestrian crossing times in and around 
campus. The use of existing public transportation (Wheatland Express) should 
be studied to better integrate its use in the community. 
 

• Policy: The University of Idaho has the opportunity to review policies 
pertaining to bike traffic guidelines, class scheduling, and age/grade restric-
tions for parking and commuting to campus. Coordination between city and 
campus traffic planning entities needs to take place. 
 

• Funding: “The only thing in Idaho less well-funded than education is 
public transportation.”- Tom LaPointe, Director, Valley Transit. Local match 
funding for federal dollars must be sought for any improvements in the area 
of campus/community transit. 
 

Local Presenters: 
 

History of Campus and Local Transportation  
Nels Reese, Professor, Department of Architecture, University of Idaho 

 

 Architecture professor Nels Reese gave an overview of the UI campus his-
tory, with a particular emphasis on transportation. Reese was the director of 
facilities planning at one time, and attended UI as a student before that. 
Reese told participants that in the early 1900’s the campus had the aesthetic 
of being “a city on the hill,” separate from the city of Moscow, and contain-
ing an eleven-acre green. Reese pointed out that this time period for the cam-
pus illustrates a paradigm of a campus with little car traffic. In the 1960s 
there was a large building campaign. Car traffic at UI increased and drivers 
could “race through the middle of campus.” When Mt. St. Helens erupted in 
1980, many streets were closed for ash removal. The campus community no-
ticed a quality of life improvement, and the barricades remained, de-
emphasizing car travel once again. Reese was the campus architect during 
these years, and a student of his proposed the idea for 
a centrally located student union. Though it was con-
sidered a good idea, it took twenty years for “The 
Commons” to come into existence. Reese pointed out 
that “vision to completion takes time,” but projects 
that emphasize “democratic” interaction between 
campus groups, and provide the opportunity for peo-
ple to move in different modes (“speed is not the only 
thing”) enhances the experience on campus. 
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“Speed is not the only 
thing.” 

-Nels Reese, Professor,  
Department of Architecture, 

University of Idaho 

The “City on the Hill.”  
Historic Administration Building, ca. 1898 

http://www.lib.uidaho.edu/special-
collections/uibldngs.html 
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Facts about Campus Transportation  
Evan Reed, Howard Cooley, Angelica Monet 

Graduate students, Department of Civil Engineering, University of Idaho 
 
 Next, three graduate students in Civil Engineering from the University of Idaho, Evan Reed, How-
ard Cooley, and Angelica Monet reported their findings from a study of campus transportation. Their 
report stated that sustainable transportation on campus should have three goals: social, economic and 
environmental, and that these could be measured using specific indicators. 
• Socially the goal will be to have a healthy and equitable transportation system providing diversity 
between modes of transportation. 

ο Health and equity will be monitored by the indicators of health and fitness and mobility for non-
drivers. 

 
• Economically the goal will be to have a cost efficient transportation system that is affordable to the 
university, students, and taxpayers. 

ο Cost efficiency will be measured by the indicator of facilities costs to the University for parking 
and roads improvements. 

 
• Environmentally the goal will be to have efficient land usage practices not invade on habitat and 
also not cause excessive emissions by unnecessary travel. 

ο Land use mix will be the indicator for the environmental goal. 
 
The students presented preliminary statistics from their indicator study, demonstrating some of the 

means for measuring such indicators on a college campus. Their complete report is posted online at  
http://www.webs1.uidaho.edu/sustainable_transportation/track1group1.pdf .   
 

Kimi Lucas 
Manager of Parking and Transportation Services, University of Idaho 

 
 Ms. Lucas spoke to the group about the parking situation on campus. Lucas quoted Will Toor of 
Boulder, from his speech earlier in the day, when he stated, “a university is a diverse community held 
together by complaints about parking.” She described her job as Parking Manager as “never dull.” She 

has spent the last two years in her position try-
ing to streamline the parking and ticketing proc-
ess, to create an open atmosphere in the office, 
and to educate the university population about 
the parking situation on campus. 
 For the first time, the office is working on 
transportation issues as well. Lucas is working 
with Moscow Valley Transit and the Wheatland 
Express to further develop transportation be-
tween UI and WSU campuses, and they are de-
veloping a park and ride program. Many of 
these programs are in their infancy, she said, 

 

The biggest myth about parking is the myth of a parking 
shortage. In fact, there is plenty of parking on campus, 

there are always empty spaces. What there is not, is park-
ing which is fifty feet from where each person wants to be.  

- Kimi Lucas, Manager of Parking Services 
University of Idaho 



and further input is needed. Students make a great deal of difference in these discussions. Lucas gave 
the example of a student, Jacob Parker, who put a tremendous amount of energy into the crossing 
problem on Highway 8, near the university. By attending Moscow Transportation Commission meet-
ings, and making presentations on pedestrian safety issues, Parker helped ensure that two crosswalks 
were created on Highway 8, and the discussion continues for improving safety. The actions of indi-
viduals do make a difference, she stated, and she encouraged students to make their voices heard. In 
conclusion, she noted that there are many benefits to accommodating modes of transportation other 
than cars, including health benefits to the individual. Dr. McLaughlin asked Lucas what was the big-
gest myth about parking, and she said that it is the myth of a parking shortage. In fact, there is plenty 
of parking on campus, there are always empty spaces. What there is not, is parking which is fifty feet 
from where each person wants to be.  
 
  As a break, and a lead-in to the presentations that followed, Dr. McLaughlin led a brief brain-
storming activity, in which each group quickly came up with some key phrases to define a Sustainable 
Transportation campus. What would it look like in five to seven years? Participants worked in groups, 
and their responses are listed below. 
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What does a Sustainable Transportation Campus Look Like? 

Group A: 
Bike lockers 
More green spaces 
Walking and biking taking place 
Multi-modal systems 
Limit parking opportunities 
Block 6th street 
Dedicated bike lanes that don’t end suddenly 
Make a dedicated Sustainability Office on campus for edu-
cation and management 
Tunnel under W. Pullman Road 
Parking incentives for hybrid cars and bio-fuel vehicles 

Group B: 
More green campus 
Downtown pedestrian mall 
Pedestrian friendly community 
Roundabout for cyclists 
Economical self-sustaining 
transit 
Multi-modal connectivity- park 
and ride, shuttles 
Seasonal availability for all 
modes- snow removal, heated 
sidewalks 

Group C: 
Reserved parking for ADA and elderly and service vehicles 
Intermodal connections 
Extended bike paths 
Telecommuting and non-traditional hours 
Increased routes and hours for bus service 
Covered bike path and lockers for bikes 
No Single Occupancy Vehicles on campus 
Parking permit restrictions 
Tuition credits for non-parking permit students on campus 

Group D: 
Culture change 
Buses using alternative fuels 
Less pollution 
Light rail in the region 
Heated sidewalks 
Pedestrian improvements 
Civic-Academic integration 
Expanded bus service 
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Case Study Presentations: Transportation Approaches in Other Locations and Campuses 
 

Geoff Straw, University of California, Davis 
 

Geoff Straw is the director of Unitrans, the bus system that provides sustainable transportation to 
the 64,000 Davis, California citizens, plus the 22,000 college students at the University of California, 
Davis. Straw said that as director he is continually challenged to foster a working relationship be-
tween the city and university constituents, while honoring their sometimes divergent visions, and 
maintaining the mission of Unitrans, which began as a university bus system- the platform on which 
the student body president ran- in 1968. The student association purchased two used double-decker 
buses from London, and now Unitrans operates over 40 buses on 15 routes, on campus and through-
out the city. Some of the fleet includes trademark double-decker buses, one of which was converted 
from diesel, to run on clean natural gas. The rest of the modern fleet also run on clean natural gas, 
and one experimental model uses a hydrogen-CNG blend. The system remains student-run, with 
oversight from a few non-student support staff. 

Straw was enthusiastic about the successes of Unitrans. The system serves as a model for other 
cities and universities that are posed with the question of how to efficiently handle growth, traffic 
problems, economic constraints, and a sustainable vision. Straw said that Unitrans operates a transit 
service in a city of 64,000, which is similar to those found in populations of 400,000 – 500,000. This 
is in part due to the innovative student thinking from which the project originated. Also, an atmos-
phere of cooperation between the city and the university has provided the opportunity to grow the 
project to its current scale. Unitrans has a uniquely grass-roots feel, while it is supported by federal, 
state and local funds. Students pay a fee each semester, and then can access the service for free. Local 
citizens ride for a fee, which is affordable, thanks to federal capitol and operations monies. The city 
passes through a percentage of state funds. All of this gives Unitrans a budget of 3.5 million per year. 
Straw said that this transit system was “the first area where the two entities (the city and the univer-
sity) got along.” 

In order to develop routes, students employed by Unitrans mapped student addresses and popu-
lation densities. Because the campus is closed to cars, bus routes to get students on and around cam-
pus were prioritized. Straw said that the corridor with the heaviest student density hosts 20 to 40 

Photo by Larry Dalton http://www.newsreview.com/sacramento/Content?oid=oid%3A48465 



 
 . 

. 

. 
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buses per hour- creating an “elephant train” of buses. Unitrans’ “Red Route” is the city service route 
that provides transportation to the schools, shopping districts and employment centers 

Ridership has tripled since 1991, when Unitrans created a flat fee approach that was built into stu-
dent fees, and stopped charging students per ride. Also, Davis is a very “rideable” community, so 
bikes are very common on and around campus. Students who ride bikes, generally don’t need the 
buses, but the overall impact of having a closed campus, a rideable community and a state-of-the-art 
bus system means that alternative modes of sustainable transportation are not only popular, but practi-
cal.  
 Straw ended his presentation by describing the West Village Project in Davis. This plan came 
about as a proposed solution Davis’ affordable housing problem. People who work in Davis often 
cannot afford to live there, and the city and county’s commitment to limited growth, means that peo-
ple are living out of town and commuting great distances to work and study in Davis. This compli-
cates the traffic and parking issues around campus and throughout the city. The proposed West Vil-
lage Project is a planned community focused on UC Davis students, faculty and staff. Using a smart 
growth design, the community includes high density housing, a commercial center, cafés, an elemen-
tary school, and bus services. The project is located on university owned land. In order to mitigate 
problems for the city, cars from the village cannot enter city streets, except through a single entrance 
and exit. Bike and pedestrian routes are numerous and well-maintained, according to the plan. Straw 
conveyed to the group his enthusiasm for these innovative solutions that make Davis a model of co-
operation between the city and the university; and of sustainability, both economically and environ-
mentally. 

 
 

Map of Unitrans bus routes.  Black dots indicate student population density.  The pink area is the UC 
Davis campus.  The blue circle is the location of the proposed West Village Community. 



Will Toor, Boulder County, Colorado 
 

Boulder, Colorado has a population of about 100,000 with a university population of 29,000. Will 
Toor is a county commissioner with a passion for sustainability. Up to the 1980’s, transportation plan-
ning in the city was focused on the expansion of roads to accommodate increased single occupancy ve-
hicle traffic as the city grew. This expansion, however did not serve to maintain the quality of life that 
citizens held dear, so alternatives needed to be explored. Since then, the university and local government 
have interfaced to make Boulder a multi-modal community, keeping vehicle traffic at a constant level, 
even while the city grew.  

In the 1990s, the existing public transit system was underused, except by those who had no other 
transportation option. By surveying citizens Boulder on what they desired in a public transportation sys-
tem, the planning committee was able to develop new routes and provide a system which provided: 

 

• Understandable routes 
• Frequent bus runs- every 10 minutes with no schedules to memorize 
• Streamlined transfers, without waits in the downtown transit center 
• Color coding, for easy recognition of bus routes 
• A friendly feel 

 

Then the committee created an education and marketing campaign to promote use of the new sys-
tem. Using federal funding, and later, local funds as well, routes were increased to the point that cur-
rently over 50% of the community is within walking distance of one of the routes. The long range plan 
is to provide service to the rest of the community in the next ten years.  

Toor stated that the routes were developed with “an emphasis on environment,” providing comfort-
able bus shelters, good pedestrian crossing, and underpasses. There is also “information architecture”- 
electronic signage, which informs riders of the wait until the next bus arrives.  

The development of Boulder’s transit system was brought about by a cooperative effort between the 
university and the city. However, it was the students, said Toor, that were the “driving force.” Though 
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65,000 transit passes in town! 
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 the administration was skeptical, the student association at UC Boulder voted to tax themselves, and cre-
ate a demand for an improved transit system. Support from the rest of the university was generated by the 
students’ enthusiasm.  

Currently over 65,000 people have transit passes- students, staff and faculty at the university, employ-
ees in the downtown area, and members of neighborhood associations, who can buy their passes as a 
group. The introduction of passes has increased bus ridership by 300%. 

Another facet of the effort to get people out of their cars in Boulder was the development of im-
proved pedestrian routes, and more attractive public areas to encourage people to walk. Some areas of 
downtown now exclude cars, allowing people to bring their children to public areas to play without con-
cern for traffic. The downtown area has been revitalized into a cultural and entertainment district, giving a 
financial boost to local businesses which were being out-competed by the area malls.  

To encourage a bicycling alternative, a friendly environment for cyclists has been created, which in-
cludes: 

• Bike parking 
• On and off-street routes 
• Signalized intersections 
• Underpasses 
• Routes that divert cyclists away from car traffic, providing faster travel time 
• Bike racks on buses 
• An on-campus bike center for repairs and rentals 

 

Innovative funding strategies have to be used to create such an environment. The bike and pedestrian 
improvements have been made through a combination of different funding sources, including local trans-
portation dollars, federal enhancement funds, federal air quality/ congestions mitigation funds, and state 
funding from lotteries. Also, to create demand and support for cycling improvements, students at the uni-
versity voted to increase their transit pass fees in order to create bicycle programs. The current cost per 
student per semester is $35.00 for the transit pass, and for supporting the biking programs. Also, flood 
utility dollars could used to create green spaces and bike routes anywhere improvements were being made 
to the water flow systems beneath the roads. 

Bear Creek, before and after.  Flood dollars were used to build an underpass for bicycles. 



  
Toor closed his presentation by saying that the results have been significant. There has been a 17% 

shift away from single occupancy vehicle traffic during the work commute. He estimated that 2/3 of these 
former drivers are now using bikes, and 1/3 has converted to using public transit. 
  
 The group was inspired by the presentations of Geoff Straw and Will Toor. The participants from 
Moscow wanted to know how applicable these models of sustainable transportation were in a community 
that has such a small population by comparison. Local participants speculated that lack of critical mass, 
and lack of funding were two impediments to reaching the level of multimodal options that were available 
to people living in Boulder or Davis. Straw said that university students and employees were the most 
likely to be the impetus for public transit improvement. He suggested emphasis on a small number of 
routes. Both Toor and Straw also encouraged Moscow and Pullman locals to work to create a friendly en-
vironment for walkers. They suggested improved safety routes for pedestrian crossings as an example. 

 
Group Work 

 
On the second day of the workshop, the group re-convened to reflect upon and refine the ideas that 

were presented on the previous day. Facilitator Bill McLaughlin encouraged people to share which of 
their assumptions had been reframed by the work done the day before. People shared the following: 

 

• The efforts of the individual toward sustainability make a difference 
• Perhaps it is possible to have a non-motorized campus 
• Restricting motor traffic on campus did not shut the university down 
• Good alternatives to driving are essential 
• Students wield an enormous amount of power to create change on campus 

 

Dr. Nels Reese eloquently stated that the appeal of alternative modes of transportation lies in its ability 
to bring people together. The opportunity for people to interact, to be connected, which is provided by 
modes other than riding alone in one’s car, “reminds people of their relationship to the world.” 

Dr. McLaughlin then asked Will Toor and Geoff Straw to comment on what they’ve observed in 
Moscow, in terms of the city and university’s ability to pursue development of alternative transportation 
modes. 

Geoff Straw commented that Moscow is “very walkable,” and this is the first criterion for creating a 
transit community. People, said Straw, need to be able to get to and from the various transit options with-
out using their cars. Moscow’s walking and biking options are numerous enough that people can access 
public transit options without driving. He pointed out, however, that since Moscow is small, relative to 
Davis, that the demand density for public transit may not yet exist. He recommended that a gradual and 
integrated approach to sustainability would include but not be limited to the addition of more public tran-
sit options. It would have to “grow slowly and be a long-term commitment.” A collaborative effort be-
tween campuses- University of Idaho and Washington State University- could create a local grass roots 
effort to create a clear vision of sustainability. 

Will Toor was impressed by how quickly one can get from one place to another in Moscow. He said 
that the non-motorized modes of walking and biking should be emphasized in a community of this size. 
Because Idaho has such limited funding for transportation- in fact the state is unique in its lack of trans-
portation funding at the local or state levels- the university, said Toor, will have to be a leader in promot-
ing and funding the vision of sustainable transportation. He added that students will have to be the driv-
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ing force in order to get the university to spend its limited dollars. Meanwhile, collaborative efforts- 
though they are tricky in different regulatory environments- are essential in accessing different funding 
pools over time. 

 
Dr. McLaughlin then guided the group in a “fishbowl” exercise, in which participants divided into 

groups, where some discussed the transportation issues on and around campus, and another group ob-
served and recorded their observations. McLaughlin then described a series of scenarios on campus in 
the context of a single day, that illustrated traffic patterns and densities, class schedules, and the habits 
and needs of the different people on campus. Those discussing the scenarios shared impressions of the 
situations among themselves, while those who were observing the discussions created a list of common 
themes that arose. The themes that the observers recorded were: 

 
• Unsafe pedestrian crossings on Highway 8 
• Safety concerns, especially for pedestrians on campus 
• Various aspects of scheduling, facilities use, parking, and the need for flexibility to ac-

commodate unscheduled events 
• Use of other modes- carpooling and mass transit 
• How to attract people to other modes, such as carpooling incentives 
• Keeping car traffic out of key areas on campus 
• Need for long-term solutions, rather than quick-fixes 
• Transportation options in the city determine use of other modes on campus 

Participants engage in small group work. 
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The discussion was then directed to deciding which ideas to bring to the larger conference during the 
presentation time that afternoon. For the rest of their time together, the group focused on creating rec-
ommended action items, based on ideas generated in the workshop. In the larger conference, representa-
tives from the workshop stated the need for a common vision of sustainability on campus and in the 
community. They said that engaging in the process toward sustainability means engaging in a collaborative 
process with the key stakeholders from the university and the community. The key stakeholders include 
UI students, university and city parking and transportation officers, interested faculty and staff, city offi-
cials, the university president and administration, and a Director of Sustainability- a position that could be 
created on campus. Action steps included circulation studies, efficient use of existing resources, and pro-
moting more modal choices.  

 

Conclusion 
 

Will Toor stated in his keynote address that “transportation is often the focal point for conflict be-
tween a university and a community.”  However, attendees at the workshop on Campus and Local Trans-
portation reported a new-found enthusiasm for participating in a dialogue between entities. Many had the 
realization that a non-motorized campus was possible; that alternative transportation modes are viable, 
even desirable; that the efforts of a single individual make a difference; and that a powerful opportunity 
exists to create a long-term cooperative vision for sustainable transportation in Moscow. 

 

 
Recommended Reading 

 

Will Toor and Spenser W. Havlick, Transportation and Sustainable Campus Communities: Issues, Examples,  
Solutions. Order online at www.islandpress.org . 
 

University of Colorado, Boulder, Environmental Center, Blueprint for a Green Campus.  Available online at  
http://ecenter.colorado.edu/greening_cu/2000/index.html 
 

Smart Growth Online:  http://www.smartgrowth.org/library/articles.asp?art=1427 





<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /All
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000500044004600206587686353ef901a8fc7684c976262535370673a548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200208fdb884c9ad88d2891cf62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef653ef5728684c9762537088686a5f548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200204e0a73725f979ad854c18cea7684521753706548679c300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020b370c2a4d06cd0d10020d504b9b0d1300020bc0f0020ad50c815ae30c5d0c11c0020ace0d488c9c8b85c0020c778c1c4d560002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken voor kwaliteitsafdrukken op desktopprinters en proofers. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /PTB <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents for quality printing on desktop printers and proofers.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /NoConversion
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /NA
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure true
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles true
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /NA
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


