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• Membership: 
– Government regulators of taxicabs and for-hire 

vehicles, and the industries that support them 

• Mission: 
– To educate government regulators, the public and 

the business community about effective 
transportation regulation

– To promote environmentally sound, efficient, 
exemplary and safe for-hire ground transportation 
service

http://www.iatr.org/


IATR Agenda (2010)

• History:

–No legislative involvement since 
RIDE Act (late 1990s)

• New Agenda includes:

–Green Taxis Act

–ALERT Drivers Act



Green Taxis Act
• Trend 

– Cities trying to green their taxi fleets 

– E.g., NYC, Boston, Seattle, Chicago & San Fran.

• How?

– Lease incentives, dedicated medallions or fuel 
efficiency mandates for alternative fuel taxis

• Issue?

– Federal Preemption (EPCA & CAA)

– Lawsuits (MTBOT v. NYC and Ophir v. Boston)



Green Taxis Act

• Introduced October 1, 2009:

– S.1741 (Sponsor: Sen. Kirsten Gillibrand)

– H.R. 3711 (Sponsor: Congressman Jerrold Nadler)

• Amends:

– Federal Energy Policy and Conservation Act (EPCA) 
and 

– Federal Clean Air Act (CAA)



Green Taxis Act

• Allows local governments to regulate fuel 
economy and emissions standards for taxicabs

• Only if vehicles commercially available or 
manufactured under government contract

• Manufacturers not required to produce 
vehicles

• Taxi operators not required to use vehicles not 
readily available



Green Taxis Act

• Definition of taxicab must meet all of the 
following requirements:

– (1) Carries no more than 10 people;

– (2) Commercially available or State contract;

– (3) Operated for-hire via State/local license;

– (4) Local transportation for fare based on time 
and/or distance travelled; and

– (5) No exclusive transportation to/from airports 
(buses and airport shuttles are excluded).



Green Taxis Act

• Bill Status
– S. 1741: Referred to Senate Committee on Commerce, 

Science and Transportation
– H.R. 3711: Referred to House Committee on Energy and 

Commerce
– Also included as amendment to comprehensive climate 

change legislation introduced by Senators John Kerry and 
Barbara Boxer

• IATR Position
– Full support of legislation as drafted
– Allows each jurisdiction to voluntary implement if desired



Distracted Driving

• Distracted Driving
– Texting and cell phones (hand held & hands-free)

• Involved Entities
– US Department of Transportation
– National Highway Traffic & Safety Administration
– National Safety Council
– Center for Auto Safety

• Scope of the problem (2008 statistics):
– 5,870 fatalities nationwide
– 515,000 people injured
– Numbers are more extensive due to under-reporting and 

inconsistent police reporting methods



Distracted Driving
What the Studies Show

• While on a hands-free or handheld cell phone call, you are 4 
times more likely to get into a personal injury crash 
– Insurance Institute for Highway Safety (2004) 

• Drivers engaged in unconstrained cell phone conversations, 
either using a handheld or hands-free device, result in a 
twofold increase in failure to detect traffic signals and/or 
react to detected signals significantly slower 
– Strayer & Johnston, Driven to Distraction: Dual-Task Studies of 

Simulated Driving & Conversing on a Cellular Telephone (2001) 

• Working memory tasks, mental arithmetic tasks, & 
reasoning tasks highly impair driving performance 
– Briem & Hedman, Behavioral Effects of Mobile Phone Use during 

Simulated Driving (1995) 
– Strayer & Johnston (2001) 



Distracted Driving
What the Studies Show

• It has been proven that drivers distracted by cell phone 
conversations are more impaired than intoxicated drivers. 
– Strayer, Drews, & Crouch, A Comparison of the Cell Phone Driver and the 

Drunk Driver (2006) 
– Rakauska, Ward, Vernat, & Cadwallader, Driving Performance During Cell 

Phone Conversation and Common in-vehicle tasks while Sober & Drunk (2005) 

• While all distracted driving is a safety concern, the level of 
complexity of the conversation and its cognitive demands 
plays an important role in determining the effect of the phone 
conversation on driving performance.  
– Dragutinovic & Twisk, Use of Mobile Phones While Driving – Effects on Road 

Safety (2005)
– Strayer & Johnston, Driven to Distraction: Dual-Task Studies of Simulated 

Driving & Conversing on a Cellular Telephone (2001) 

•



Distracted Driving
What the Studies Show

• Simple conversations do not adversely affect the ability to 
maintain road position 
– Briem & Hedman, Behavioral Effects of Mobile Phone Use during Simulated 

Driving (1995)

• It has been proven that listening to verbal material by itself 
(e.g. radio broadcasts or books on tape) is not sufficient to 
significantly impair driving performance 
– Strayer & Johnston, Driven to Distraction: Dual-Task Studies of Simulated 

Driving & Conversing on a Cellular Telephone (2001) 
– McCarley et all. Conversation Disrupts Visual Scanning of Traffic Scenes (2001) 



ALERT Drivers Act

• “Avoiding Life-Endangering and Reckless 
Texting by Drivers Act”

• S. 1536
– Sponsor: Senator Charles Schumer (NY)
– Introduced: July 29, 2009
– Status: Senate Committee on Environmental and 

Public Works

• H.R. 3535
– Sponsor: Representative Carolyn McCarthy (NY)
– Introduced: September 8, 2009
– Status: House Subcommittee on Highways and Transit



ALERT Drivers Act

• Mandates States to pass laws banning texting 
while driving

• States will lose 25% of their Federal highway 
funding unless their bans meet federally set 
minimum standards set by US DOT

• States would have 2 years to comply

• Fewer than 20 States have bans in effect now



New York City TLC Distracted Driving Rules

• Brooklyn, Ohio

– First City to require seatbelt laws and cell phone 
restrictions for all motorists

• New York City Taxi & Limousine Commission

– First regulator in Country to ban both hand held 
and hands free cell phones while driving in 1999

– New regulations passed in December 2009 are 
most stringent in the United States



New York City TLC Distracted Driving Rules

• 1999 TLC Rule

– Both hand-held and hands-free cell phones 
prohibited for use while driving

• Fyi, Bluetooth ear devices not yet invented/in use

– $200 fine and two penalty points per violation 

• 3 convictions w/in 15 months = 30-day suspension

• 5 convictions w/in 15 months = revocation 
– Five strikes and you’re out! 



New York City TLC Distracted Driving Rules

• New TLC Rules (Effective January 2010)
– Hands-free and handheld cell phones prohibited for use while 

driving
– ALL distractive portable or hands-free electronics (iPods, 

portable games systems, etc.) capable of voice and/or text 
communications prohibited for use while driving
• Even wearing a Bluetooth in your ear is now a violation!  TLC 
expanded the definition of “use” to include immediate proximity to 
the driver’s ear. 

– $200 fine & THREE penalty points for 1st and 2nd violations, 
FOUR points for 3rd violation. 
• THREE STRIKES AND YOU’RE OUT! 

– 1st violation = $200 & course
– 2nd violation = $200 fine, course, & 30 day suspension
– 3rd violation = $200 fine and revocation 



New York City TLC Distracted Driving Rules

– Distracted Driver Safety Course

• For all new license applicants

• Mandated for every violation sustained 

– Exemptions:

• Mounted, non-handheld, voice active, one-button 
devices to allow for expeditious dispatch-related 
communication 

• Affirmative defense for provable true emergency calls 
(i.e. 911). 



ALERT Drivers Act – IATR Position

• IATR supports passage of the ALERT Drivers Act 
with the following amendments:
– Expand definition to include ALL devices –not just 

text messaging –as broadly defined in NYC TLC’s 
regulations

– Ensure that licensed for-hire ground transportation 
vehicles are subjected to minimum federal standards, 
which should include progressive penalties and 
preventive and/or remedial training

– Ensure that brief dispatch-related and emergency call 
exemptions are provided for, modeled after NYC TLC’s 
new rules  


