
DISADVANTAGES OF BUILDING A HIGH SPEED RAIL IN CALIFORNIA

The need for high-speed trains in California is obvious. The argument in favor of building high-speed railways in
California is very persuasive.

Advantages: Governor Jerry Brown leaves a legacy of degrading roads, failing schools, an insufficient power
grid and a humongous budget deficit. The energy for HSR must come from somewhere, if electric than
probably coal or nuclear, both of which have some problems. Four Story. One advantage of the private sector
is that it invests only in cost-effective projects. Kopp says the current plan is a betrayal of what was approved
by voters. More on those arguments later on. Advertising Looking for essay on railway transport? For your
old-world types, you have the Silk Road or the Via Appia. The transcontinental railroad. It's a complex and
instructive interactive map , based on technology from our old friends at Esri and created by a group of
analysts at UC Davis and elsewhere in California. Inducing travelers to ride trains may reduce air pollution but
not nearly enough to overcome the pollution generated by rail construction. California needs this project, and
the project requires public and governmental support. Highway 5 between Los Angeles and San Francisco is
miserable, but it is not the key transportation problem in California. They were "real" filibusters in those days.
Among the most difficult issues will be air quality, which is regulated across eight counties by the San Joaquin
Valley Air Pollution Control District. This is like building a state-of-the-art driveway while your house
collapses. Outside of the reflexively anti-government types who would oppose any state project, most people
can see the attraction of the idea. The district worries that the construction project would exacerbate already
problematic levels of nitrogen oxides, particulates and volatile compounds. The environmental benefits of the
new project should not be overestimated. It plans to use the same rail technology that Japanese Shinkansen
trains use to speed riders between Tokyo and Osaka. It had charts like these on the likely longer-term benefits
of the project, and said that the costs would be significantly less. By comparison, most of the infrastructure for
air travel is cheap: It is the air. They cited unreliable ridership estimates and future cost overruns that would be
dumped on their states. But it illustrates two instructive realities. Other modes are steadily getting cleaner, for
instance fuel cell powered vehicles will emit only water and carbon dioxide. But compared with He has
reported extensively from outside the United States and once worked as President Jimmy Carter's chief
speechwriter. It's because of the central historic role of transport-infrastructure projects in shaping the growth
of states, regions, and whole countries that I've made this post part of the American Futures series. The state
auditor is only the latest to slam the California High-speed Rail Authority as a tool of its consultants and
contractors. And project boosters have flip-flopped on skirting environmental reviews. In the previous
installment , I gave the basic pro-HSR case. Nothing good comes easy. This train crash happened at a curved
track. Signal failure: The case against high-speed rail. The agency believes some magical private investor will
provide funds for the project. Please prowl around on the maps , check out the studies, and follow on here for
the next rounds.


