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National Freight Transportation 
Demand at an All-Time High …. and Growing
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Source:  Global Insight, Inc., TRANSEARCH, 2004







Freight Tonnages by Transportation Mode
Inbound to Indiana


Source:  FHWA Freight Analysis Framwork Version 2.2
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Freight Tonnages by Transportation Mode 
Outbound from Indiana


Source:  FHWA Freight Analysis Framwork Version 2.2
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Key Issues - Existing & Future Conditions


Increasing Highway & Railway congestion
24-hour distribution of freight movement / deliveries
Availability of skilled labor
Rail connectivity to west coast that can bypass Chicago
Connectivity between (rail) operators and modes
Funding / support for intermodal facilities (several 
potential locations have been identified)
Significant % of pass-through Truck & Rail traffic 
Growth potential for freight generating uses around 
Indianapolis International Airport
Increased opportunities for water ports







Current and Projected Rail Levels of Service 
(2007, 2035)







Highway Infrastructure Gaps & Needs


Increasing Congestion in Urban Areas


I-69 Corridor and Access to Southwest Indiana


Bi-State Connectivity between NW Indiana and NE Illinois 
(Illiana Expressway)


Ohio River Crossings and Port Access


I-70 Dedicated Truck Lanes


Secondary Highway System Improvements
• Agricultural needs: from farms to processing or storage 
• Mining needs: i.e. Coal movement
• Manufacturing & Distribution needs
• Access to water ports: Ohio River & Lake Michigan







Rail System Gaps & Needs


Current and Future Capacity of Primary Rail Corridors


Inefficient Connectivity – Class I rail connect in Chicago


Intermodal Facilities – service via Chicago


Agricultural Industry Facing Competition from Other Industries


Inability to Accommodate 286,000 pound-per-axle cars


Passenger Rail 
• InterCity: Midwest Regional Rail Initiative
• Commuter: Study completed 







Operational, Regulatory and Policy Related 
Highway Gaps & Needs


Truck Parking shortage


Statewide Designated Truck Routes


Truck Size and Weight Regulations


Driver Shortage


Cost of Litigation


Pursue public-private partnerships (Roads & Rail projects)







Freight movement is the economy in motion


FREIGHT


MOBILITY
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History
• Company founded in 1908.


• CSX purchased railroad in 1970 to serve Bethlehem Steel‐Burns Harbor


N h I d C T D (NICTD) f d• Northern Indiana Commuter Transportation District (NICTD) formed to  
subsidize passenger operation in 1977


• Bankruptcy in 1989


• Anacostia Pacific purchased the Company out of bankruptcy in 1990• Anacostia Pacific purchased the Company out of bankruptcy in 1990


• Main line right of way in Indiana sold to NICTD in 1990


• Vestige of original 1908 organization, Chicago South Shore and South Bend 
Railroad remains with the freight operationRailroad, remains with the freight operation


• CSS&SB has paid NICTD $53,827,000 in trackage rights fees 1990 through 
2007:  Highest trackage rights fees in North America







South Shore Business ProfileSouth Shore Business Profile


• 55,000 Carloads per year55,000 Carloads per year


• 65 Employees


• 10 Locomotives


• 606 Freight car fleet – for steel serviceg


• CAPX $3,575,000 per year ‐ last 3 years







•Northern Indiana Public Service Corporation (NIPSCO)
A l Mitt l B H b Mill


Diversified Customers


• ArcelorMittal – Burns Harbor Mill
• Illinois International Port – Port of Chicago Lake Calumet
•GAF Materials Corporation
• United States Aluminate Corporation
• Criterion Catalysts, LP
• Alexander ChemicalsAlexander Chemicals
• Five Star Sheets
• Sweets Mix Company
• Lake’s Farm Service, Inc.
• Industrial Lumber Products, Inc.
• United States Steel – Midwest Division (Portage)g
• Transfer Logistics / Reserve Marine Terminal
•Online Packaging, Inc.
• Arro Packaging
•Maryland Pig Services / National Material Trading
• Rollcoater
• P hk F d• Perschke Feeds
• Unifrax
•Weiss Prestaining
• S. H. Bell
• Scrap Metal Services – Burns Harbor
• Air Products & Chemicals Inc.Air Products & Chemicals Inc.
• KatoenNatie Gulf Coast, Inc. (KTN Warehouse) – Gary 
•Windy City Warehouse












Kevin Brubaker, Deputy Director
Environmental Law & Policy Center


Indiana Rail
Briefing


October 28, 2009







About ELPC


• 40 staff
• 6 offices
• $6 million budget
• Promoting 


economic 
development & 
environmental 
protection







The Midwest Plan


• Upgraded Existing 
Infrastructure


• Higher-Speed: 90-
110 mph Service


• High-Frequency
• High-Reliability
• High-Quality
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Chicago-St. Louis High-Speed Rail: Alternative Speeds
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Congestion Relief


• New highways will 
never be built into 
downtown Chicago


• One railroad track = 
ten highway lanes of 
capacity


• Midwest HSR will 
save $2.0 billion in 
congestion







Mobility for an Aging Population


• America is getting 
older


• Older Americans have 
time and money and 
desire to travel


• Older Americans often 
can’t drive and won’t 
fly


• High-speed trains are 
wheelchair accessible
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New Jobs


Just building first phase 
generates:


• 15,260 jobs during
construction 


• 2,090 jobs during 
operations







Economic Development


High-speed rail:
• pulls jobs, people and business toward 


downtown stations
• promotes intra-regional trade and tourism


• brings smaller cities closer to big cities 
Supporters: Chicago, Lafayette, Kalamazoo, 


Bloomington, and other Chambers of Commerce







Total Joint Development Potential 4.6 Billion
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Environmental Benefits


• Less pollution than cars 
or planes 


• 3x as energy efficient as 
cars; 6x as efficient as 
planes


• Save 7.5 million gallons 
of gas/year on Chicago-
St. Louis line







State funding for Capital Costs


• MI: $56 million in state funds has leveraged $48 
million in other investments


• WI: $80 million available in state bond funds to 
Madison-Milwaukee HSR


• IL: Committed/spent $104 million, leveraging 
$55 million federal, $42 million private funds.  In 
addition, state has $150 million for grade 
crossings







Wisconsin: 2 New Stations…
•Mitchell Field 
station opened in 
2005


•Downtown Milwaukee 
station coming in 2007


…and a major push to restore Milwaukee-Madison service







Illinois track upgraded to 110 
mph with state funds


125 miles of track Springfield - Mazonia







State Funding for Operating Costs


• Illinois: $28 million/yr for 28 trains/day
• Michigan: $6 million/yr for 4 trains/day
• Wisconsin: $7 million/yr for 14 trains/day
• Missouri: $7.4 million/yr for 4 trains/day


• California: $76 million/yr for 68 trains/day







The President Supports Rail


“the next step is investing in high-speed rail that 
unleashes the economic potential of all our regions 
by shrinking distances within our regions.”


-President Obama











$1.3 Billion


To Amtrak


$8 Billion to States
For Passenger Rail


$27 Billion to States
For Highways, Transit, and Rail


PLUS: Obama Administration has pledged 
$1 Billion/year for high-speed rail 







President’s Vision


“Ready to Go” Projects
-Final design for IN Gateway ($172m)


Corridor Program
-Chicago – Cleveland ($2.8 billion)


Planning
-Not Stimulus funded


-“Fill the Pipeline”


-Competitive Grants


-Spend by 9/2012


-Any speed OK







8 Midwest Governors work together


• “One region – One voice”







Federal Rail Grant Requirements


• Agreement with host railroad (freight)
• Agreement with operator (Amtrak)
• Completed environmental assessment
• Commitment to ongoing operating costs







Federal Evaluation:


• Benefits
– Transportation; Economic Recovery; Other 


Public benefits
• Risks


– Project Management; Sustainability of 
Benefits


• Other Attributes
– Complete Quickly







2006: Double Illinois Service
Four State-funded Routes:


Chicago-Carbondale (2 to 3)
Chicago-Spfld.-St. Louis (3 to 5)
Chicago-Quincy (1 to 2)
Chicago-Milwaukee (7)







How? A Coalition


• 300 municipal officials
• 30 Chambers of 


Commerce
• 12 University 


presidents
• Organized labor
• Environmentalists











Ridership Doubled!
(Ridership on Illinois state supported trains)


-


100,000


200,000


300,000


400,000


500,000


600,000


700,000


800,000


900,000


Oc
t-
06


No
v-
06


De
c-
06


Ja
n-
07


Fe
b-
07


M
ar-
07


Ap
r-
07


M
ay-
07


Ju
n-
07


J
ul-
07


Au
g-
07


Se
p-
07


Oc
t-
07


No
v-
07


De
c-
07


Ja
n-
08


Fe
b-
08


M
ar-
08


Ap
r-
08


M
ay-
08


Ju
n-
08


Y ear End ing


New Service Begins







Conclusion


“the next step is investing in high-speed rail that 
unleashes the economic potential of all our regions 
by shrinking distances within our regions.”


-President Obama







www.elpc.org


The Environmental Law & Policy Center is the 
Midwest’s leading environmental legal advocacy and 


eco-business innovation organization.







Areas of Responsibility


Governors’ Taskforce
-Executive Coordination


Midwest Rail Compact
Legislative Coordination


MWRRI
Administrative Planning
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Working to preserve the region’s passenger rail system and 
ensure an effective system for the future







 Current Designees to MIPRC
Rep. Terri Austin/Rep. David Niezgodski (House 


primary and secondary appointments)


Sen. Sue Landske/Sen. Ed Charbonneau (Senate 
primary and secondary appointments)


 INDOT Commissioner Mike Reed (governor’s 
designee)


 Dr. Marvin Scott (governor’s private sector 
appointee


Midwest Interstate 
Passenger Rail Commission



Presenter

Presentation Notes

Indiana was actually the first state to enact the compact, in March 2000 (signed by then-Gov. O’Bannon)







 The purposes of MIPRC are to 
promote, coordinate and support 
passenger rail service improvements:


Promote development and implementation of  
improvements and plans for intercity passenger rail 
service in the Midwest; 


Coordinate and promote Midwestern interests 
regarding passenger rail development


 Support state DOTs’ passenger rail plans


Midwest Interstate 
Passenger Rail Commission



Presenter

Presentation Notes

Since 2000, the Midwest Interstate Passenger Rail Commission has worked on behalf of its member states to promote, coordinate and support improvements to passenger rail service. A primary objective of the commission is to help build the strong federal-state partnership necessary to advance passenger rail improvements in our region and nation. 







The Midwest Interstate Passenger Rail 
Commission



Presenter

Presentation Notes

Signed by President Bush on Oct. 16, 2008. First time that programs have been established for states to receive capital assistance for passenger rail development.







• HR 2095 Mandates 
Positive Train Control 
by 2015 (and provides 
grant assistance to 
railroads)


• Funds Amtrak on 5-
year cycle


• Establishes 80% /20% 
federal /state match for 
passenger rail



Presenter

Presentation Notes

PRIIA is part of a larger bill (the Federal Railroad Safety Improvement Act of 2007 -- HR 2095) that mandates PTC on major rail lines by 2015.







Major Provisions (for States/MIPRC Advocated 
For):


 Amtrak authorizations, reforms and 
operational improvements


 Passenger Train Performance process
 Intercity Passenger Rail Service Corridor 


Capital Assistance 
 Congestion Grants 
 State Rail Plans 
 Next Generation Corridor Equipment Pool
 Rail Cooperative Research Program 
 Biofuels Studies
 High Speed Rail Corridor Program
 Proposals for Privatization


Midwest Interstate 
Passenger Rail Commission







 Amtrak authorizations, reforms 
and operational improvements


Authorizes Amtrak for 5 years, including 
authorization levels for capital and operating 
expenses, and requiring reform and operational 
improvements


Midwest Interstate 
Passenger Rail Commission







 Passenger Train Performance
Provides a process for the Surface Transportation 


Board to investigate and determine if  host rail 
carriers are not providing preference for Amtrak 
over freight as required by law.


Midwest Interstate 
Passenger Rail Commission







 Intercity Passenger Rail Service 
Corridor Capital Assistance


$1.9 billion over 5 years, at up to 80 percent federal 
match. For “financing the capital costs of  
facilities, infrastructure, and equipment necessary 
to provide or improve intercity passenger rail 
transportation” (projects must be part of  an 
approved state rail plan)


Midwest Interstate 
Passenger Rail Commission



Presenter

Presentation Notes

Three main programs authorized in PRIIA through which states can access funding for passenger rail planning and capital improvements: 1. Intercity Passenger Rail Service Corridor Capital Assistance (no speed requirement); 2. Congestion grants (addressing rail “chokepoints”) 3. High Speed Rail Corridor Program (end result must be travel at speeds at least 110 mph)







 Congestion Grants
$325 million over 4 years. Projects identified by 


Amtrak to reduce congestion or facilitate 
passenger rail growth along heavily traveled 
corridors, or by the Surface Transportation Board 
to improve on-time performance


Midwest Interstate 
Passenger Rail Commission







 High Speed Rail Corridor Program
$1.5 billion over 5 years, specifically for projects 


that would achieve speeds of  at least 110 mph.


Midwest Interstate 
Passenger Rail Commission







Presenter

Presentation Notes

Maps with BOTH existing rail, AND designated high-speed rail corridors.







 Senate: Vote
 Evan Bayh (D− IN) Yes
 Richard Lugar (R − IN) Yes


 House:  
 01 Peter J. Visclosky − D Yes
 02 Joe Donnelly − D Yes
 03 Mark E. Souder − R Yes
 04 Steve Buyer − R No
 05 Dan Burton − R No
 06 Mike Pence − R No
 07 Julia Carson − D (NA: No Vote)
 08 Brad Ellsworth − D Yes
 09 Baron P. Hill − D Yes


Midwest Interstate  
Passenger Rail Commission







 Funding for Passenger Rail Investments
Signed into law by President Obama in February


Provides $8 billion for state passenger rail capital 
investments.  Funding available on a competitive basis, 
up to 100 % federal.


In June, the FRA issued interim application guidance 
for awarding the funding available for this first 
significant federal investment in state passenger rail 
development 


Midwest Interstate 
Passenger Rail Commission







 The guidance established four “tracks” under 
which states could submit applications:


Track 1a Projects: final design/construction projects (non-
federal match is not required)


Track 1b Projects: Preliminary Engineering/National 
Environmental Policy Act projects (non-federal match is not 
required)


Track 2 – Corridor Programs (non-federal match is not required)


Track 3 – Planning (50 percent non-federal match required)


Track 4 – FY 2009 Appropriations Projects (50 percent non-
federal match required)


Note: Applications for individual projects (Track 1) may also be included in Track 2 applications. 
Track 2 applications are typically multi-year, and are calculated in Year of  Expenditure (YOE) 
dollars.


Midwest Interstate 
Passenger Rail Commission



Presenter

Presentation Notes

Applications for individual projects (Track 1) may also be included in Track 2 applications. Track 2 applications are typically multi-year, and are calculated in Year of Expenditure (YOE) dollars. August 24 deadline for Tracks 1, 3 & 4. Oct 2 deadline for track 2. (no MW states applied for track 4)







 Indiana’s applications are available 
online:


http://www.in.gov/indot/3064.htm


Midwest Interstate 
Passenger Rail Commission



Presenter

Presentation Notes

A list of all Midwestern states’ applications follows (along with a press release on the issue).
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The Council of State Governments 


Midwestern Office 
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Bringing Together 


State Leaders from 


Across the Region 


to Advocate 


for Passenger Rail 


Improvements 


News Release 
Midwestern states submit $11.6 billion in applications for ARRA 
passenger rail funding 
October 7, 2009 


Contact: Laura Kliewer, Director, Midwest Interstate Passenger Rail Commission: 
(630)925-1922, lkliewer@miprc.org 


LOMBARD, IL — According to information gathered by the Midwest Interstate 
Passenger Rail Commission (MIPRC), eight Midwestern states have submitted 
applications to receive federal funding for the development of passenger rail corridors. 
Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, Michigan, Missouri, Ohio and Wisconsin met the Oct. 2 
deadline for submitting applications for multi-year passenger rail corridor program 
funding from the Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) under its High Speed Intercity 
Passenger Rail program. Together, these states asked for almost $10 billion in “Track 2” 
funding to fully develop corridors and purchase train sets for new service.  


This is in addition to the $1.6 billion in project and planning grant applications that 
Midwestern states submitted by August 24 (the deadline for Tracks 1, 3 & 4 
applications as set by the FRA). Funding requests between Track 2 and the other 
application tracks are not necessarily mutually exclusive, though. Applications 
submitted earlier for specific projects may also be included in the Track 2 submissions. 


The American Recovery and Reinvestment Act, signed into law by President Obama in 
February, provided $8 billion for state passenger rail capital investments. In June, the 
FRA issued interim application guidance for awarding the funding available for this first 
significant federal investment in state passenger rail development.  


The guidance established four “tracks” under which states could submit applications. 
The “Track 2” applications had the latest deadline (October 2). These applications are 
typically multi-year plans for fully developing a specific corridor to enable new and/or 
high-speed passenger service. 


Yesterday, FRA Administrator Joseph Szabo announced he was moving the deadline for 
announcing awards. “Due to the overwhelming response and our desire to lay the 
groundwork for a truly national high-speed and intercity passenger rail program, we 
will be announcing all awards this winter,” he said in a statement. 


The FRA statement also indicated that 24 states submitted a total of 45 applications 
under the Track 2 corridor program category, for a total request of approximately $50 
billion. Thirty-four states had applied under the August deadline (for Track 1, 3 & 4 
applications), together submitting 214 applications totaling $7 billion for corridor 
planning and smaller projects. 


On October 2, MIPRC submitted a letter to Administrator Szabo explaining the benefits 
of the Midwest’s two multi-state initiatives – the Midwest Regional Rail Initiative 
(MWRRI) and the Ohio Hub. The letter explained that that the two initiatives have been 
planned by Midwestern states for over a dozen years and that the build-out of the 
MWRRI and Ohio Hub will bring over $30 billion in economic benefit to the region, 
while creating an average of more than 20,000 jobs annually during construction and 
approximately 75,000 permanent new jobs. The letter asked the FRA to consider the 
following when awarding the $8 billion in ARRA funding:  


1. priority be given to state/regional passenger rail projects based on longevity 
of plan development;  
2. the funding assist in developing corridors that have regional/multistate 
significance and benefits, as well as state and regional stakeholder support;  
3. application awards be provided for corridor planning and development as 
well as for specific projects.  


(more) 


The Midwest Interstate 
Passenger Rail Commission is 


a 10-state interstate compact 
commission that promotes, 


coordinates and supports 
regional improvements to 


passenger rail service. Our 
member states include Illinois, 


Indiana, Iowa, Michigan, 
Minnesota, Missouri, 


Nebraska, North Dakota, Ohio 
and Wisconsin  



http://www.miprc.org/�





 
 MIPRC News Release – Midwestern states submit $11.6 billion in applications for ARRA passenger rail funding 


– 10.7.09 (cont.) 
 


A brief explanation of Midwestern states “Track 2” project submissions follows: 
 


Lead 
State 


Project Amount 
Requested 


Illinois Dwight to St. Louis – reconstruction allowing for 110 mph 
service (Chicago-St. Louis corridor) 


$1,142,324,000 


Illinois Chicago-St. Louis corridor double track $3,131,000,000 


Illinois/ 
Iowa 


Chicago-Rockford-Dubuque corridor engineering/ 
construction to implement new passenger rail service  


$139,700,000 


Indiana Chicago-Cleveland Corridor engineering/ construction/ 
equipment procurement to implement high speed rail 
services  


$2,816,658,000 


Iowa/ 
Illinois 


Chicago-Quad Cities-Iowa City corridor engineering/ 
construction/ equipment procurement to implement new 
passenger rail service  


$256,695,000 


Kansas Signal and cross upgrades along proposed Heartland Flyer 
extension 


$10,000,000 


Michigan Chicago-Detroit/Pontiac corridor improvements  
(Infrastructure improvements and acquisition, new 
equipment and maintenance facilities, station 
improvements) 


$986,566,527  


Missouri Kansas City-St. Louis corridor new locomotive and 
passenger equipment  


$50,000,000 


Ohio “3-C” (Cleveland-Columbus-Cincinnati) start-up service 
(capacity additions, track upgrades, grade crossing 
upgrades, stations, train maintenances & layover 
facilities, train sets) 


$563,800,000 


Wisconsin Chicago-Milwaukee-Madison corridor start-up $817,600,000 


Total Track 2 (Midwestern States) $9,914,343,527 


Source: MIPRC compilation of information from state applications/conversations with state DOT officials 


“We’ve been working together on a plan longer than anyone, as well as putting down infrastructure to relieve freight 
congestion. Many states in the Midwest have been subsidizing rail,” said Missouri state Rep. Charlie Schlottach, 
MIPRC’s chair. “We have a good working relationship with the federal government and Amtrak. We also have 
established good working relationships with the freights. We’ve tried to work through on-time performance and 
reliability issues. We’ve worked politically, at the local, regional, state and federal level in order to foster relationships 
that will enable us to strategically move forward on rail issues, and I think we’re just light years ahead of anybody on 
those elements.” 


A complete listing of Midwestern states Track 1, 2 & 3 project applications is attached. More information will be 
available in the coming days on the MIPRC website: www.miprc.org. 


# 
Since 2000, the Midwest Interstate Passenger Rail Commission has worked on behalf of its member states to promote, 
coordinate and support improvements to passenger rail service. A primary objective of the commission is to help build 
the strong federal-state partnership necessary to advance passenger rail improvements in our region and nation. The 
MIPRC is a 10-state compact of Midwestern states – Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Michigan, Minnesota, Missouri, Nebraska, 
North Dakota, Ohio and Wisconsin. 







Midwestern States' Applications for Passenger Rail-Related ARRA Funds (as of 10/7/09)


Lead 
State


Project Amount 
Requested


Non-Federal 
Match


Track Total Amount 
Requested Tracks 
1 & 3


Total Amount 
Requested Track 
2


Illinois Dwight-Joliet siding 
improvements


$83,466,040 $4,589,636 1a


Illinois Dwight-St. Louis siding 
improvements


$92,592,646 $4,873,297 1a


Illinois Galesburg congestion relief 
project


$44,950,365 $7,338,930 1a


Illinois HSR Bridge CP Wadsworth $7,620,350 $401,070 1a


Illinois PE/NEPA study for lines 
surrounding Chicago 
Terminal (Chicago-Rondout, 
Chicago-Aurora, Chicago-
Dwight, Chicago to Porter 
and Chicago Union Station)


$145,000,000 5,000,000 1b


Illinois Chicago-St. Louis double 
track NEPA


$1,250,000 $1,250,000 3


Illinois Planning for feasibility of 
220 mph service between 
Chicago and St. Louis


$5,000,000 $5,000,000 3


Illinois CREATE Program (Railroad 
Improvement Project at 


63rd and State streets; 
Phase I Project report and 
design approval)


$132,687,845 $7,000,000 1a


$512,567,246
Illinois Dwight to St. Louis – 


reconstruction allowing for 
110 mph service (Chicago-
St. Louis corridor)


$1,142,324,000 $60,122,000 2


Illinois Chicago-St. Louis double 
track


$3,131,000,000 83,610,800 2


Illinois/ 
Iowa


Chicago-Rockford-Dubuque 
corridor engineering/ 
construction to implement 
new passenger rail service 


$139,700,000 $7,400,000 2


$4,413,024,000
Indiana Improvements to the 


Indiana Gateway in NW 
Indiana on the existing NS 
routes (Chicago-Detroit and 
Chicago-east)


$71,364,980 0 1a


$71,364,980
Indiana Chicago-Cleveland Corridor 


engineering/ construction/ 
equipment procurement to 
implement high speed rail 
services 


$2,816,658,000 0 2


$2,816,658,000







Midwestern States' Applications for Passenger Rail-Related ARRA Funds (as of 10/7/09)


Lead 
State


Project Amount 
Requested


Non-Federal 
Match


Track Total Amount 
Requested Tracks 
1 & 3


Total Amount 
Requested Track 
2


Iowa Chicago-Omaha planning $1,000,000 $1,000,000 3


Iowa Track rehabilitation on 
Ottumwa Subdivision 
(California Zephyr route, 
BNSF)


$26,754,574 0 1a


Iowa Crossovers (4) on Ottumwa 
Subdivision (California 
Zephyr route, BNSF)


$17,309,080 0 1a


$45,063,654
Iowa/ 
Illinois


Chicago-Quad Cities-Iowa 
City corridor engineering/ 
construction/ equipment 
procurement to implement 
new passenger rail service 


$256,695,000 0 2


$256,695,000
Kansas Track rehabilitation 


between Emporia and 
Barclay (Southwest Chief 
route)


$7,685,989 0 1a


Kansas Service development plan 
between Newton, KS and 
Oklahoma City, OK 
connecting the Southwest 
Chief service with the 
Heartland Flyer service, as 
well as potential new 
service connecting Kansas 
City and Dallas/Fort Worth


$250,000 $250,000 3


$7,935,989
Kansas Signal and cross upgrades 


along proposed Heartland 
Flyer extension


$10,000,000 0 2


$10,000,000
Michigan Track stabilization and 


acquisition (Chicago-Detroit 
corridor)


$251,116,200 0 1a


Michigan West Detroit connection 
track


$48,615,299 0 1a


Michigan MWRRI Phase 1 
implementation 
(track/grade crossing 
improvements, signalization 
upgrades, siding 
construction, rail 
rehabilitation & 
replacement, track ballast 
replenishing, rail ties 
replacement, positive train 
control expansion) 


$413,556,288 0 1a


Michigan Detroit Intermodal Freight 
Terminal (DIFT) external 
interlocker improvements


$72,910,259 0 1a







Midwestern States' Applications for Passenger Rail-Related ARRA Funds (as of 10/7/09)


Lead 
State


Project Amount 
Requested


Non-Federal 
Match


Track Total Amount 
Requested Tracks 
1 & 3


Total Amount 
Requested Track 
2


Michigan Ann Arbor station PE/NEPA $6,500,000 0 1b


Michigan Battle Creek station final 
design/construction


$3,620,552 0 1a


Michigan Dearborn station final 
design/construction


$ $28,204,450 0 1a


Michigan Kalamazoo station PE/NEPA $400,000 0 1b


Michigan Troy station final 
design/construction


$8,485,212 $2,350,000 1a


$805,203,810
Michigan Chicago-Detroit/Pontiac 


corridor improvements  
(Infrastructure 
improvements and 
acquisition, new equipment 
and maintenance facilities, 
station improvements)


$986,566,527 $6,954,851 2


$986,566,527
Minnesota Construction of multimodal 


transit hub at St. Paul Union 
Depot


$135,800,000 $53,600,000 1a


Minnesota Service NEPA for Twin Cities-
Milwaukee segment of 
Chicago-Milwaukee-Twin 
Cities corridor


$600,000 $600,000 3


$136,400,000
Missouri Construction of 2nd bridge 


over Osage River (Kansas 
City-St. Louis corridor)


$22,640,000 $5,660,000 (UP) 1a


Missouri Rail crossing safety 
improvements (Kansas City-
St. Louis corridor)


$1,887,000 $1,258,000 1a


Missouri Webster universal 
crossover (Kansas City-St. 
Louis corridor)


$3,520,000 $880,000 1a


Missouri Bonnots Mill universal 
crossover (Kansas City-St. 
Louis corridor)


$611,000 $152,800 1b


Missouri Knob-Noster passing siding 
extension (Kansas City-St. 
Louis corridor)


$836,800 0 1b







Midwestern States' Applications for Passenger Rail-Related ARRA Funds (as of 10/7/09)


Lead 
State


Project Amount 
Requested


Non-Federal 
Match


Track Total Amount 
Requested Tracks 
1 & 3


Total Amount 
Requested Track 
2


Missouri Herman universal crossover 
(Kansas City-St. Louis 
corridor)


$570,000 $142,500 1b


Missouri 3rd mainline track in 
Jefferson City yard


$744,000 $186,000 1b


Missouri Kingsville passing siding $958,000 0 1b


Missouri Strasburg grade separation $850,000 $850,000 1b


Missouri Double track Lee’s Summit 
to Pleasant Hill


$1,418,000 0 1b


Missouri Real-time passenger 
information display


$700,000 50,000 1b


$34,734,800
Missouri Kansas City-St. Louis 


corridor new locomotive 
and passenger equipment 


$50,000,000 0 2


$50,000,000
Ohio “3-C” (Cleveland-Columbus-


Cincinnati) start-up service 
(capacity additions, track 
upgrades, grade crossing 
upgrades, stations, train 
maintenances & layover 
facilities, train sets)


$563,800,000 2


$563,800,000
Wisconsin 6 turn-outs in Truesdell $14,000,000 1a


Wisconsin Milwaukee airport station 
platform extension


$600,000 1a


$14,600,000
Wisconsin Chicago-Milwaukee-


Madison corridor start-up
$817,600,000 2


$817,600,000
$1,627,870,479


$9,914,343,527


Source: MIPRC compilation of information from state applications/conversations with state DOT officials


Brief explanation of tracks:
Track 1a Projects: final design/construction projects (non-federal match is not required)


Track 3 – Planning (50 percent non-federal match required)
Track 4 – FY 2009 Appropriations Projects (50 percent non-federal match required)


Notes:  Final applications for Tracks 1, 3 & 4 were due on August 24. Final applications for Track 2 were due October 2. 


Track 2 – Corridor Programs (non-federal match is not required). Applications for individual projects (Track 1) may also 
be included in Track 2 applications. Track 2 applications are typically multi-year, and are calculated in Year of 
Expenditure (YOE) dollars.


Total Tracks 1 & 3
Total Track 2


Track 1b Projects: Preliminary Engineering/National Environmental Policy Act projects (non-federal match is not 
required)
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