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      In April of 2016, the city of Austin, Texas required that the drivers involved with ridesharing services would need to have fingerprint background checks through the city of Austin rather than their usual background checks through their own services. Big ridesharing companies such as Uber and Lyft protested and raised an ordinance to repeal the new laws that Austin is requiring called Proposition 1. On the 7th of May, the people of Austin voted for or against the proposition to keep Uber and Lyft the way they were (Bordelon 1). The people of Austin voted against Proposition 1 resulting in both Uber and Lyft removing themselves from the city of Austin. Due to the removal of the 2 big ridesharing companies, over 10000 people lost their jobs, and DWI rates went up in the month following the exit (Beckler 1). The question is whether or not Austin made the right choice in adding restrictions to ridesharing companies. Shortly after the ride share giants left Austin many new companies were introduced to Austin such as RideAustin, Fare, GetMe, and Wingz. This allows for more companies to have a chance at success (Kaufman 1). Although new options were introduced to the city, most of them cannot build a strong population of drivers due to the fingerprint law introduced (Beckler 1). Critics of ridesharing argue that Uber is corrupt in that they introduce spikes in price on busy holidays, therefore jeopardizing the safety of people who cannot pay for a ride home (Diehl 1). Taxi services are still around they are not as convenient or reasonably priced as ridesharing services such as Uber. Austin is one of few cities that reports its taxi records and it shows that that there is a significant decrease in drivers after 12 am resulting in less transportation opportunities (Meyer 1). Uber has the convenience of letting the customer be able to be picked up anywhere, anytime and at a cheap cost. It allows for areas not served by taxis the opportunity of cheap easy accessible transportation (Hopcroft 1). Since Uber was introduced many cities have noticed a decrease in the amount of DWI’s. Specifically, after Uber was introduced in California there has been a decrease in vehicular homicide from 3.6-5.6 percent (Greenwood, and Wattal 1). Uber drivers are qualified to drive others just as taxi cabs are. Uber drivers are licensed and have proper insurance as well (Novak 1). Austin is infamous for having many late night intoxications at the very well-known 6th street, football games, as well as the University of Texas. The downtown area of Austin has more bars per capita than anywhere else in America (Beckler 1). Many people visiting Austin from outside of the city and do not know of all of the new ridesharing services in the city and do not have access to the popular ridesharing company’s because they no longer exist. Austin is in need of a safer method to get home. A possible solution to the issue would be to make an app for taxis and reduce the price to make it more easily accessible. This would help increase the safety of ridesharing by allowing many people to have access to transportation while intoxicated (Greenwood, and Wattal 1). Another probable solution would be to allow for Thumbs Up which is a much simpler way to allow for fingerprint background checks. Thumbs Up is a much more modern and quick alternative which may bring Uber and Lyft back to Austin (Kaufman 1). Finally, another plausible solution would be to introduce new safety laws to ridesharing services, and allow the people to choose which service they wish to support. This would allow for regulators to see which safety laws the people back the most to ensure proper safety (Posen 405). No matter the solution, the safety of Austin, and its residents should always come first.

Beckler, Ryan. “A World Without Uber: Dispatches from Austin.” Vocative. Vocative, 16 June. 	2016. Web. 09 Sept. 2016.

After Proposition 1 failed to receive enough votes, Uber and Lyft both left the city of Austin causing a rather negative impact. Do to the removal of the two popular ridesharing companies over 10,000 drivers lost their jobs and left countless people who relied on the services searching for transportation alternatives. Increases in DUI’s were reported as a result. With the loss of the two services many other ridesharing companies arose and are competing to win over the transportation seekers but due to the requirements of the city Austin, they are all having struggles building a large population of drivers. I chose this article because it goes into detail specifically about what resulted from the removal of Uber in Austin.

Bordelon, David. “Proposition 1 Fears Rely on Faulty Assumptions” The Daily Texan. The Daily Texan, 25 April. 2016. Web. 19 Sept. 2016. 
  
This article specifically describes the proposition that was made in Austin to help keep Uber and Lyft on the streets at the time. By voting for Proposition 1, ride-sharing companies would be able to continue to conduct their own background checks rather than having to get fingerprinted through the city of Austin. This also describes how Uber has turned down 53 people from becoming a driver due to failing background checks. I chose this article because it emphasizes on the proposition that took place a few months ago that failed to receive enough votes to keep Uber and Lyft from leaving.     

Diehl, Caleb. “Uber Endangers Public Safety with Fare Spikes.” USA Today College. USA
 Today,10 Jan. 2015. Web. 16 Sept. 2016.

Diehl argues that Uber is a corrupt company by constantly changing prices during the busiest times of the year. Despite addressing that Uber gave prior warnings of price spikes on New Year’s Eve, Diehl believes it unjust that Uber increases prices during times when drunkenness is more common. These price spikes make ridesharing neither affordable or easily accessible when people need ride-sharing the most. Also having increased fares meant increased Uber drivers which leaves meager wages for the full-time drivers. Diehl specifically attacks the morality of Uber by constantly comparing it to how local transportation is doing things a lot better by taking monetary hits to save lives. I chose this article because it focuses on the how Uber is not a good company and should not be around anymore.

Greenwood, Brad, and Wattal, Sunil. “Show Me the Way to Go Home: An Empirical Investigation 	of Ride Sharing and Alcohol Related Motor Vehicle Homicide.” Social Science Research 	Center. 31 Jan. 2015. Web. 19 Sept. 2016.

This article describes Uber and how it relates to taxi services, as well as how it effects the social environment around it. It goes into detail stating that since Uber was introduced in California there has been a 3.6-5.6 percent decrease in vehicular homicides which is saving approximately 500 lives compared to the previous year. It also places emphasis on how Taxi services can compete by reducing price and making its services more accessible. It also shows the benefits of restaurateur’s, and nightlife managers of making partnerships to get people home safely. I chose this article because it is a scholarly source that gives supported research regarding Uber and vehicular homicide as well as the effects on people that Uber has.

Posen, Hannah A. “Ridesharing in the Sharing Economy: Should Regulators Impose Uber 	Regulations on Uber.” Iowa Law Review 101.1 (2015): 405-434. 

[bookmark: _GoBack]This article describes how taxi services are trying to make Uber have similar regulations that they have to endure such as price-fixing. It states that a more effective measure would be to let the people decide which service they want to use. It emphasizes on how they should implement experimental safety regulations to help improve the service. The users can identify which services they prefer. I chose this article because it is a scholarly source that provides some solutions to help increase safety from ridesharing as well as its emphasis on ideas for regulations of ride-sharing to promote a safer experience.



Hopcroft, Tom.  “Embrace Ride-Sharing to Build Innovation.” Boston Business Journal.
             Bizjournals, 4 Sept. 2015. Web. 17 Sept. 2016.

In the article Tom Hopcroft argues that people should accept Uber because it is innovative. The article is already biased because Tom Hopcroft’s job is to promote innovation, and push for the public to advance in technology. Hopcroft states that Uber is great for underserved areas that do not have much access to transportation. He specifically states that having transportation is a significant factor in the reduction of poverty in communities and also mentions that taxi drivers should be in favor of Uber because it allows them to get a better job driving people around. I chose this article because it gives an interesting viewpoint from the aspect of a company head, as well as giving an argument that states that Uber is good for Taxi drivers.

Kaufman, Ellie. “Uber and Lyft Abandoned Austin, but it Could be a Blessing in Disguise for 	Ride-Sharing Apps.” Quartz. Quartz, 7 June. 2016. Web. 20 Sept. 2016.

This article describes How the removal of Uber caused issues but also is promoting many other ride-sharing companies to come out and compete for service. Kaufman explains how ten thousand people lost their jobs when Uber left, and how thousands more were searching for rides. The new companies report that there is no way they would be attempting to do this if Uber was still owning the ride-sharing market. These companies are willing to oblige by the laws of Austin and get fingerprinted for a background check. I chose this article because it shows Austin’s need for ride-sharing services and gives some ideas on how to bring back Uber with intellectual solutions.

Meyer, Jared. “How Uber Saves Lives.” Washington Examiner. Washington Examiner, 31 Jan. 	2015. Web. 19 Sept. 2016.

This article describes how Uber saves lives. It explains how people use Uber as a designated driver, allowing them to have a way of transportation while intoxicated. In a study conducted by the Benenson Study Group, 88 percent of respondent agree that Uber has made it easier to get home while intoxicated. Since Uber was introduced to Seattle it is associated with a 10 percent decrease in drunk driving. The article also states that the city of Austin the number of taxis decreases after midnight, resulting in fewer options to get home. I chose this article because it describes That Taxi services are very limited compared to Uber, and it gives specifics as to how Uber is successful and convenient. 

Novak, Jake. “Why Uber is Making America Better.” CNBC. CNBC, 22 Jan. 2015. Web. 17 Sept.	 2016.

Jake Novak argues in this article that Uber is currently making America a better place, and that taxi services are overpriced. Novak describes how Uber is the better service for a better price specifically going in depth about how easy and convenient it is to get a driver who is licensed and has proper insurance just like a taxi driver. He compares the situation to phone companies describing how if there was only one phone company people probably would not have all the variety of phones we have today. The argument brings up how women can pick and choose their driver on Uber as well as placing a stereotype on women saying that the could even conveniently schedule around dropping kids off at school. Novak uses a language that acts as though the reader should already know all of the information such as “it’s simply logic” or “Of course it does”. He is also the head of a talk show called “Street Signs” that searches stocks and market trends to help people make money which explains why he is biased towards Uber. I chose this article because it describes the monopoly of taxi services, and gives an interesting perspective of how opposite genders could have varying reasons to enjoy Uber more than taxi companies.

Williamson, Kevin “Uber VS. the Second-Rate Cities” National Review. National Review, 11 
             May. 2016. Web. 16 Sept. 2016.

Kevin Williamson Argues that Austin wants to be a second-rate city by removing Uber. Williamson uses politics and strong language in his argument to get his point across that Austin is trying to be something it should not. He argues that the defending of taxi services by democrats is doing the city of Austin no justice and states that Uber allows those who need rides to connect to the people looking to make money as drivers. Williamson believes the city of Austin has no business getting between the ridesharing companies and the city of Austin. I chose this article because it gives an interesting perspective to how some People are very upset about the removal of Uber in Austin.
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