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Letters

metrotimes 

733 St. Antoine

Detroit, MI 48226

To the Editor:  

I was disappointed with your “Transit in the Balance” by Keith Schneider.  And, I was particularly disappointed with the unsupported line, “why we need light rail.”  
I did not have any problem with his well done analysis as to the myriad ways that the highway system is a mess.  But, that fact does not lead automatically to concluding a choice between the rapid transit alternatives.  

Light Rail, BRT, Dedicated Lanes for regular busses all have values and specific uses where each has advantages.  The problem is that too many people in both the businesses themselves as well as within government and activist organizations have their own agenda.  It is not just a matter of money.  It is also an unspoken agenda.  

If I might, I would outline the agendas:  
First, Speed Link:  The Metropolitan Affairs Coalition and the Southeast Michigan Council of Governments offering:  The main objection seems to be that SEMCOG is over weighted in favor of the suburbs and out counties.  I tend to agree that there is a lack of balance of power within SEMCOG.  However, I also see their “Vision”—I attended all of the Visioning Sessions.—as the best hope for revitalizing metropolitan Detroit.  I went in assuming light rail would be the solution.  I came out an avid BRT convert.  

Second:  A Light Rail System:  metrotimes, the mayor and his mother, apparently most politicians and citizens who have not compared LR with BRT, and some of the Transportation Activists with a vested interest in light rail.   
   

As I recall of reading Mr. Schneider’s article, there were only a couple fleeting references to Speed Link, and those were dismissive without offering rationale.  

More egregious, in my opinion, was Mr. Schneider’s failure to deal adequately with the racist aspect behind so many of the constituencies motives with regard to those agendas.  The most you got within the article was that idiot in No. VI who was at least honest to frame it in racist terms:  He believes in calling a spade “Social Engineering.”  If I might, I would go another subliminal level deeper into that “gentleman’s(?)” comment:  What he was saying amounts to “Fuck the Ni**ers in Detroit!”  It was in the spirit of FEMA with regard to Katrina and New Orleans!  

To me, the evidence that Mr. Schneider and some among his respondents (on the Discussion Forum you hosted online on Friday, November 18, as opposed to the Friday, November 21 you posted in the article) realized the importance of the racism aspect can be found in the on-line dialog.  That concept belonged in the article itself.  Its absence amounts to a journalistic failure.  The article, for practical purposes, lacked its most important part; the actual motivation behind all of the agendas.  

If I might, I would offer some simple economics with regard to the LR vs. BRT: 
A point that was made during the SEMCOG Visioning Sessions at Cobo Hall was that the entire metropolitan Speed Link system could be built for the cost of two light rail lines.  It was also pointed out that Speed Link would cost less to maintain on a year to year basis.  

If those figures are correct,—And, I haven’t heard even flimsy figures to dispute their accuracy.—then that would seem to imply that the cost to build the same Speed Link system using light rail rather than BRT would cost approximately five times more than BRT, and, would be more expensive to maintain on a yearly basis.  

I see the reason of those who are strong LR proponents as being to limit the number of African Americans who are able to reach the suburbs.  Make it so expensive it will never be finished.  For example, the mayor’s suggestion of light rail from downtown to the Boulevard with a People Mover around the Boulevard?:  Where doesn’t it go?  I believe Barbara Rose Collins wanted rapid transit.  I see Ms. Kilpatrick as sitting on it.  I see the mayor and his mother as “Republicans in Democrats clothing.”  
I see metrotimes itself as not the paper it used to be:  I see metrotimes itself as moving closer to the “Detroit News Press”.  I see metrotimes itself as trying to push its own agenda rather than serve as an open forum of new ideas.  I see metrotimes itself as trying to join the table of the Corporate Media.  

However, if the metrotimes would like to do an actual service for Detroit rather than merely shaft the city through support of a boondoggle agenda:  It would not cost all that much to hire a bus for a day to take a mix of politicians, handicap rights advocates, transportation activists, and just plain citizens to Cleveland next spring when they bring their new BRT line on.  Cleveland already has a light rail system so that the two could be compared.  Down in the morning, and back in the evening would avoid the problem of overnight cost.  And, the ride could be made exciting by having some experts on board to discuss advantages and answer questions about both systems.  Indeed, metrotimes would do well to carry articles with those advantages and disadvantages listed side by side.  
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