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NARP Testifies at
Congressional
Passenger Rail
Hearing

National Association of Railroad Passengers
July 25, 2001

"Given halfway decent service, people
are riding in impressive numbers. With
still better service, they will ride in droves."
This was the message that Ross B.
Capon, Executive Director of the National
Association of Railroad Passengers, gave
today in testimony before the Subcommit-
tee on Railroads of the House Transporta-
tion and Infrastructure Committee. The
hearing, chaired by Jack Quinn (R-NY),

(Continued on page 5, see” NARP")

Amtrak Hearings
on C-Span

By Silas Warner

Wednesday night C-SPAN broadcast
(with a delay) the House Transportation
Subcommittee hearings on the future of
Amtrak. | was not able to watch all of it,
but I got samples of the hearings between
6:30 and 9:30 pm PST. The first half of the
hearings were broadcast, but apparently
C-SPAN is not scheduling the second half
today.

The messages | got from the hearings
were the good news/bad news type. The
bad news: Everybody (except Amtrak
president George Warrington) is in agree-

(Continued on page 5, see “ C-Span”)



3rd Anniversary of Midwest Regional Rail Inthative

At the Watertown public hearing on the environmental
impact of the Madison-Milwaukee high speed rail corri-
dor, many opponents pointed out that ridership between
those two cities is not high enough to warrant such a
project. At the Milwaukee hearing, one individual said
that Badger Bus should be used instead.

The Madison-Milwaukee corridor is only 1 part of a
much larger system. It's time, once again, to explain
the whole project. This article is a summary of the
Midwest Regional Rail Initiative Executive Report pub-
lished by WisDOT.

The Midwest Regional Rail Initiative is an ongoing
effort to develop an improved and expanded passenger
rail system in the Midwest. The sponsors of the Midwest
Regional Rail Initiative are Amtrak, the Federal Railroad
Administration and the transportation agencies of nine
Midwest states—Illlinois, Indiana, lowa, Michigan, Min-
nesota, Missouri, Nebraska, Ohio, and Wisconsin.

The Executive Report includes an assessment of and
refinements to the Midwest Regional Rail System Plan
published in August 1998. An extensive range of issues
has been addressed including infrastructure and opera-
tional requirements, level of travel market demand, fi-
nancing alternatives, institutional arrangements and
system-wide costs and benefits.

The primary purpose of the Midwest Regional Rail
System (MWRRS) is to meet future regional travel
needs through significant improvements to the existing
rail rights-of-way shared with freight and commuter rail
connecting nine Midwest states to serve their growing
population. System synergies and economies of scale,
including higher equipment utilization, more efficient
crew and employee utilization, and a multi-state rolling
stock procurement can be realized through this regional
rail system.

The major plan elements include:

*  Use of 3,000 miles of existing rail rights-of-way to
connect rural, small urban, and major metropolitan
areas

*  QOperation of a “hub-and-spoke” passenger rail sys-
tem providing through-service in Chicago to loca-
tions throughout the Midwest

* Introduction of modern train equipment operating at
speeds up to 110 mph

*  Provision of multi-modal connections to improve
system access

*  Improvement in reliability and on-time performance

MWRRS capital costs include two major
components-rolling stock and infrastructure. The total
capital investment is estimated to be $4.1 billion (in
1998 dollars). Advanced passenger train technology
enhances the utility and attractiveness of the proposed
MWRRS. Travel time reductions, increases in train
frequency, improved service and reliability and modern
equipment attract the attention of travelers, increase the
competitiveness of rail travel with other means of trans-
portation, and establish the MWRRS as a new mode
choice for business and non-business travelers.

Accessibility to the Midwest rail system will be
enhanced by the operation of a feeder bus system. The
feeder bus network extends the reach of the system to
outlying areas. With full implementation of the MWRRS,
including the feeder bus system, approximately 80
percent of the Midwest region’s population will be within
a one-hour ride of a MWRRS station or feeder bus
connection. Feeder bus lines will be privately owned and
operated. Operating hours and schedules will be coordi-
nated with train schedules to optimize the bus system’s
utility and minimize transfer time to MWRRS trains.

The proposed implementation schedule reflects a
10-year phasing of MWRRS corridor segments. This
10-year phasing program is based on a detailed under-
standing of the system’s operations, engineering, and
environmental requirements and issues.

The Midwest economy, like many other regions in
the U.S., is experiencing significant growth. Midwest
commercial and economic growth, to a large degree, is
dependent upon travel within the region. Economic and
population growth trends are expected to continue and
the region’s transportation network must keep pace with
demand to sustain this growth pattern. Mobility—for
both passengers and freight—is key to sustaining the
Midwest’s economic vitality, economic growth, and
quality of life into the 21st century. The MWRRS will
serve as a key component in order to achieve a 21st
century transportation system.

The planned, 3,000-mile MWRRS is designed to
provide a coordinated passenger rail network, attractive
travel times, service reliability, and systemwide connec-
tivity necessary to offer an attractive mobility option and
foster economic growth in the Midwest.

Critics have argued that bus service is better. The
next page compared costs and travel times with the
current Greyhound bus system.



Examples of One-Way MWRRS Fares
* NOTE: Non-Business fares reflect a 15 percent discount off estimated standard fare.

City Pairs Non- Busi ness Busi ness
Chi cago- M | waukee $22. 30 $35
Chi cago- Detroit $47. 20 $74
St. Paul - Madi son $53. 20 $83. 35

Greyhound Bus Fares (Standard Adult One-Way)
www.greyhound.com - July 1, 2001

City Pairs Far e
Chi cago- M | waukee $14. 00
Chi cago-Detroi t $32. 00
St. Paul - Madi son $43. 00
Number of round trips and travel times for the fully implemented MWRRS
City Pair Nunber of Travel Tinme
round trips (Hour s)
Chi cago-Detroit 9 3.5
Chi cago- Cl evel and 8 4.0
Chi cago- Ci nci nnat i 5 4.0
Chi cago-St. Louis 9 4.0
Chi cago- Onaha 4 6.5
Chicago-Twin Cities 7 5.0
Number of round trips and travel times for Greyhound
www.greyhound.com - July 1, 2001
City Pair Nunber of Travel Time
round trips (Hour s)
Chi cago-Detroit 8 6.5
Chi cago- Cl evel and 14 7.0
Chi cago- Ci nci nnat i 6 6.5
Chi cago-St. Louis 9 7.5
Chi cago- Omaha 10 10.5
Chi cago-Twin Cities 9 9.0
| calculated the number of Greyhound round trips by doubling the number of Chicago departuretrips. Thetravel timesfor
Greyhound Bus service vary throughout the day. | calculated the average travel time by adding up all of the travel timesfor
the Chicago departures and dividing by the number of departure trips and rounding down to the nearest half hour.

Sample Schedules for Madison-Milwaukee-Chicago Train Service
By Andrew Sihler (WisARP member)

Assumptions: Between Milwaukee and Chicago, train speeds are unchanged from current. Two stops in
Madison (a=airport, d=downtown). Twenty minutes between Airport and Downtown stops. Eight minutes
for Milwaukee stop. 67 minutes between Madison and Milwaukee (including intermediate stops not shown).

Madison(d) 6:25am 9:10am 11:50am 1:50 pm 4:30 pm 7:05pm 9:05 pm
Madison(a) 6:45am 9:30am 12:10 pm 2:10 pm 4:50 pm 7:25pm 9:25 pm
Milwaukee 7:52 am 10:37 am 1:17 pm 3:17 pm 5:57 pm 8:32pm 11:32 pm
Chicago 9:30am 12:15pm 2:55pm 4:55 pm 7:35pm 10:10 pm

Chicago 8:30am 10:30 am 1:00 pm 3:30 pm 5:30 pm 8:05 pm
Milwaukee 7:20 am 10:00 am 12:00 pm 2:30 pm 5:00 pm 7:00 pm 9:35pm
Madison(a) 8:27 am 11:15am 1:15pm 3:34pm 6:15 pm 8:15pm 10:50 pm
M adison(d) 8:47 am 11:35am 1:35pm 4:05 pm 6:35 pm 8:35pm 11:10 pm




Proposed Midwest Regional Rail System
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News from
Eau Claire County

In aJuly 30th arti-
clewritten by Troy
Espe of the Eau
Claire Leader-
Telegram staff, it
was reported that
the Eau Claire
county’s Compre-
hensive Economic
Development
Strategy commit-
teerated thetop
10 economic de-
velopment pro-
jectsin the county.
The proposed high-
speed rail system
came out on top.

I mprovementsto
U.S.H. 53 was 2nd
on thelist &
Chippewa Valley
Regional Airport
improvements was
6th.

Committee mem-
ber Eric Anderson
stated that
“Whenever you
can improvethe
infrastructure, you
can get cor porate
businessin and
out easier, and
that’s a good
thing.”

But studies have
concluded the
most efficient
route for Midwest
Rail would be
through La
Crosse, not Eau
Claire.

NARP

(Continued from page 1)
was reviewing the status of Amtrak and
High Speed Rail.

His written testimony (available at
<http://www.house.gov/transportation/
ctisub3.html>) noted substantial ridership
growth in California, New York, North Car-
olina and the Pacific Northwest. He ex-
pressed concern about fares that are pric-
ing family and leisure travel off some
corridors and strong support for the long-
distance train network.

He supported Amtrak President
George Warrington's characterization of
that network as "skeletal,” noting that a
number of important routes such as
Chicago-Atlanta-Florida do not even exist.
Responding to a question, he expressed
concern about the impact of the express
initiative on schedules and on-time perfor-
mance and confidence that Lee Sargrad,
Amtrak's new President--Mail & Express,
will be able to improve the bottom-line for
express.

Capon testified on a panel that also
included David King of North Carolina
DOT, representing States for Passenger
Rail. King emphasized the importance of
enacting the High Speed Rail Investment

C-Span

(Continued from page 1)

ment to break up Amtrak. The good
news: once Amtrak is broken up, every-
body (at least the Democrats in control of
the House) want full capital funding for the
pieces, including funds to upgrade freight
mains to Amtrak standards.

How this funding is to be done is a big
subject of debate. The House really wants
to do it by issuing Federally-backed
bonds, despite the GAO chairman's testi-
mony that it would be much cheaper to
just appropriate the money. Apparently
appropriating the money would run into
trouble with bipartisan budget agreements,
where bonds wouldn't affect this year's
budget figures.

Act (HSRIA) soon because "the states are
ready to go" in making rail passenger
investments when the federal government
is ready to partner. Capon urged that the
HSRIA not be held hostage to the possibil-
ity of major changes in next year's Amtrak
reauthorization, noting that if such changes
did occur, necessary adjustments in the
HSRIA could be made then.

Also on the same panel, Sam A.
Williams, president of the Metropolitan At-
lanta Chamber of Commerce, testified on
behalf of the Southeastern Economic Al-
liance, which includes 13 cities that sup-
port the HSRIA because "business leader-
ship in the Southeast emphatically be-
lieves that congestion on our roads and at
our airports limits our ability to perform as
a cohesive economic region."

Reflecting strong interest in the subject
by committee members, the first hour of
the hearing was devoted to opening com-
ments by a large number of members.
Chairman Quinn and Ranking Member Bob
Clement (D-TN) concluded the hearing by
noting that it had been one of the most
informative they had seen.

Both the Democratic House and the
Republican Senate have Amtrak bills in the
hopper, sponsored by their respective
Transportation Committee chairs. The Sen-
ate bill is just to break up Amtrak: the
House bill is to break up Amtrak and free up
some capital funds. One important point is
that individual Senators and Reps are get-
ting heavy public pressure to build high-
speed corridors in THEIR backyards, and
forget about high-speed rail everywhere
else. ...if only one new HSR corridor gets
built, where should it be?

More discussion on this subject can be
found at www.dejanews.com, under the
subject - misc.transport.rail.americas



Representing Rail Passenger Interests Conference

By Rick Harnish
(Midwest High Speed Rail Association)

REPRESENTING RAIL PASSENGER INTERESTS
CONFERENCE

September 15-16, 2001

Philadelphia, Pennsylvania

Hilton Garden Inn, 1100 Arch Street

Philadelphia Center City

Register at:
RRPI Conference
P.O. Box 9373
St. Louis, MO 63117

Registration $85. By August 1, Make checks payable
to RRPI Conference.

This conference is spearheaded by members of the
Amtrak Customer Advisory Committee and commuter
advisory boards and will focus on passenger rail and

News From KenRail

By Norm Siler

With a flourish and a front-page headline, news of a
new Metra service broke into the news yesterday,
Thursday, July 12.

Kenosha News headlined the completion of a feasi-
bility study in neighboring Lake county, Illinois which
recommends adding Metra to the mix of commuting
options for residents and employees near the CP Rail
tracks north of Rondout. The tracks presently carry
twenty or more freight trains daily and fourteen Amtrak
trains, including one in each direction to/from the
Pacific Northwest via St. Paul/Minneapolis and North
Dakota.

Feasibility study of three alternatives for the 13-mile
corridor concluded that the most expensive, $128.4
million, would best serve the long term needs of nearby
residents and adjacent companies, including Abbott
Laboratories, largest employer of Kenosha county resi-
dents.

More detailed study and planning will precede any
decision to actually construct and operate the proposed
Metra service, which will supplement existing
“Milwaukee North” district Metra service between Rond-
out and Chicago Union Station. Those trains presently

transit advisory organizations and advocates. The
conference will explore how advisory and advocacy
organizations throughout the U.S. and Canada can
improve practices to better represent rail passengers
in a coherent and effective manner. Workshops will
be interactive , encouraging the participation of atten-
dees and will be led by experienced persons on
advisory and advocacy groups.

For more information and a conference brochure,
call Richard Rudolph Ph.D. Chair, RRPI Conference
Committee, at 207-642-5161 or Philip Copeland at
plcope@eriecoast.com or 440-365-7970.

JOIN US IN PHILADELPHIA FOR THE CONFER-
ENCE.

*Amtrak has agreed to give a discount of ten
percent off coach fares for persons attending the
conference.

terminate at Fox Lake, IL and use Metra-owned
tracks for their entire distance.

CP Rail concurrence in the plan was not men-
tioned by the Kenosha News story, but its past
stance has been to give highest priority to its freight
traffic. Nor did the Kenosha News deal with any
consequences for the twelve Amtrak Hiawatha Ser-
vice trains or the pair of Empire Builders each day.

In another gain for train travel, Senator Kohl's office
announced inclusion of $4 million for preliminary work
on two Wisconsin passenger rail projects in the
Senate Transportation Committee’s bill. Madison-
Milwaukee high speed trains received Senate en-
dorsement for preliminary engineering work. Federal
funds also are allocated for Kenosha-Racine-
Milwaukee (K-R-M) commuter train preparatory work.

The full Senate has yet to vote on the legislation,
and it differs substantially from a House transportation
bill passed earlier. Differences will be settled in
conference and amount to billions of dollars less than
proposed at present in the Senate bill.

KenRail is the Kenosha/Racine chapter of Wis-
ARP.



The Spring 2002 Membership Meet-

ing will be held in Hudson, WI.

American Passenger
Rail Coalition
WWW.aprc.org

California's passen-
ger rail serviceshave
grown substantially
over the past decade--
state-sponsor ed inter -
city trainsnow carry
nearly 3 million pas-
senger sannually-but
expanded serviceis
needed to alleviate
growing highway and
airport congestion.
Governor Gray Davis
called for over $700
million for passenger
rail improvementsin
his Traffic Congestion
Relief Plan. Amtrak is
working with the state
on a California Rail
Passenger Plan that
will detail a 20-year
comprehensive vision
to bring high quality,
high-speed passenger
rail serviceto major
population centers. In
May, aFive Year Rail
Improvement Plan
Summary Report was
released that repre-
sentsthefirst stepsin
the 20-year plan. The
5-Year Plan setsforth
stepstoreducetravel
time, increase service
frequency and reliabil-
ity on the state's4 rail
corridors: Pacific
Surfliner Corridor;
Capitol Corridor; San
Joaquin Corridor and
Coast Corridor.

WisARP Board Meeting

July 21, 2001
Lake Mills, WI

The meeting was called to order at
10:10 AM, John Parkyn presiding.

A discussion of House Bill 2329 (High
Speed Rail funding) covered the need for
more sponsors. Only three of the nine
Wisconsin  members of the U.S.
Congress have signed on (Baldwin, Bar-
rett, and Kind.) Members of the Board are
encouraged to keep contacting their rep-
resentatives on behalf of this important
funding bill.

A reminder from NARP-write as a citi-
zen, not as a member/officer of WisARP.
It appears that government officials pay
more attention to this type of mail.

It was reported that WisDOT has bro-
ken off any negotiations for a HSR equip-
ment order and anticipate a one year
delay in the process. It may be that the
state is awaiting the federal funding and
information on the money amount that
Wisconsin may expect.

The southeastern US is very organized
for going after this High Speed Rail
money. It is important that the Midwest
continue to organize and plan for the
passage of this bill so that we will be as
well prepared.

A good share of the next hour was
taken up with Amtrak’s current state of
affairs. There was very little positive
news. The problem of supporting passen-
ger rail without getting “bogged down” in a
discussion of specific problems with Am-
trak was considered at length.

Bob Fisher moved, Ed Leight 2nd that
WisARP pay for postage and necessary
expenses for a letter to go to the top 500
business executives of Dane County on

behalf of WisARP. The motion carried.
Ken Burbach, Andrew Sihler and John
Parkyn will take care of the letter.

The WisARP membership brochure is
complete. Andrew Sihler is looking for
suitable photographs before it can go to the
printer.

The state of Wisconsin is still taking
written testimony in regard to HSR funding.
The attendance at the scheduled WisDOT
hearings on this issue was quite high with
most attendees coming out in favor of
funding passenger rail by 2 to 1.

At the last WisARP Board meeting
there was a motion to send a $1000 contri-
bution to NARP with a reference that it be
used to support of the Midwest Regional
Rail Initiative.

ProRail of Madison would consider
holding another regular meeting in Water-
town after the request from a local citizen
and the promising attendance of the previ-
ous ProRail meeting that was held in Wa-
tertown.

The Fall 2001 WisARP meeting will
be Saturday, October 27 at the Quality
Inn Southeast in Madison. A Van Galder
Bus stop is located next to the motel. The
Nominations Committee for the election to
be held that day are Ed Leight and Judy
Siegrfried. Speakers are still being con-
tacted for this meeting.

Hudson, WI was selected as the loca-
tion for our Spring 2002 meeting. It is
hoped that this will encourage more atten-
dance from Minnesota and Northeast Wis-
consin.

The next WisARP Board Meeting will
be September 8 in Wisconsin Dells. Exact
location to be announced, time is set at
10:30 AM.



attn:  Todd T. Temperly
408 Fremont Street
Lake Mhills, WI 53551

W sARP Menbership Meeting:
Sat urday; October 27, 2001

Madi son, W
Wi1sARP Board of Directors
President - Directors
John Parkyn - (608) 788-7004 Ed Leight - (608) 824-9604

Judy Siegfried - (608) 255-0418
Bob Fisher - (608) 788-5828

Vice-President Thomas McGuire - (262) 695-9056

Patricia Robbins - (608) 238-5749

ProRail of Madison
VP Public Relations Ken Burbach - (608) 831-4177
David Rasmussen - (414) 962-1685
MetroRail of Milwaukee
VP Membership Bob McLeod - (414) 771-5151
Andrew Sihler - (608) 231-1651 ) )
KenRail of Kenosha/Racine
Norm Siler - (262) 605-0135

Secretary
Nona Hill - (612) 922-7259 NEWRAail of Northeast Wisconsin
Kevin Erb - (920) 983-0532
Treasurer

Mark Weitenbeck - (414) 541-1112



