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Thank you to our
legislators and
public officials

for hearing our voice




WELCOME

1 Tonight's Agenda
Welcome

Rail Overview

Project Background
Community Concerns

Closing Remarks

o Uk W=

Legislator Response

WE DON'T NEED
THE HOLDING TRACK




WELCOME Forum Goals

o Public education and
awareness

0 Hear community concerns

Say NO to

o Strengthen our resolve to

par|<i g mitigate negative impacts
]Creig ali o Help you learn how to
trrains express your concerns to

project leaders and
legislators
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RAIL OVERVIEW

separate freight and passenger rail service
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FREIGHT RAILROAD BENEFITS

Delivering Global Competitiveness — Railroads haul
approximately 1/3rd of all U.S. exports

Providing Affordable Freight Transport — Rail rates
fell from 1981-2014 - can now ship twice as much

Increasing Fuel Efficiency - Railroads are 4 times
more fuel-efficient than trucks

Lessening Highway Congestion - A train can carry
the freight of more than 400 hundred trucks



CHICAGO'S RAIL PROBLEM

Chicago is the most densely-packed rail transfer point in the world, handling 33% of all
US rail traffic and 60% of all US intermodal traffic

onewtye of Tradler-on-Flatcar nd Comameson-Flgicar Ral Intsemodal Moves: 2011

largest rail carriers in North America
access the Chicago area rail system.

hours on average, a train
shipment spends traversing
the Chicago region.

in extra inventory needed to be
maintained in-transit by shippers
every day to compensate for Chicago
congestion.

Chicago area




FREIGHT | PASSENGER PROBLEM

Shared Use Corridors Cannot Support Growth:
o 6 Class | railroads all meet in Chicago

o Amtrak Hiawatha/Empire Builder | Metra

0 Complex multijurisdictional authorities complicate
solutions

Rail Congestion:

0 Insufficient railroad capacity to move freight and
people in a congested corridor

o Freight and passenger networks have different
operational characteristics




WHY HOLDING TRACKS ARE WRONG

o Freight train lengths increasing to 12,000 and longer
to increase crew productivity — the Glenview holding
track will be too short

o0 Train crews are the most expensive labor element. No
railroad company wants to waste crew time waiting in
holding tracks

0 Velocity is key - Holding tracks not the long term
solution to increasing rail capacity in a congested
corridor



SEPARATE FREIGHT & PASSENGER

Possible Long-term Solutions
0 Alternate 5 in EA — dedicated access from WI

0 Davis Junction — access via lowa Chicago Eastern RR

0 Great Lakes Basin — proposed by-pass freight line

aaaaaa
Build Map

Xpressw
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Great Lakes Basin
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PROJECT
BACKGROUND

process details and project orientation



Recognized as
“Top 4 Transit Suburb”
of Chicago by
DePaul University

GLENVIEW'S
RAIL HISTORY

Glenview Road was
center of civic activity
back then,
as it is today




rak Routes
Hiawvatha Service Route
Otrer Amtrak Routes
rak Stations

Hiawatha Service Statons L

Other Amtrak Rail Stafions
ways
Interstate Highways

10 20

3
[<] ‘Milwaukee
(Intermodal Station)

I'Vi'_i_lwaukee
(Airport)
b

=] sturtevant

c
©
S
<
©
=
®
x
©
2

Amtrak — current trips:
o 14 Amtrak Hiawatha

o 2 Amtrak Empire Builder

AMTRAK
METRA | CP LINE

Others — current trips:
o 61 Metra Milwaukee
North Line

o 27 Canadian Pacific



AMTRAK
HIAWATHA
PROPOSAL

$195 million project to
increase daily Amtrak
Hiawatha service from
the current
14 trips to 20 trips
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ADDITIONAL 6 TRIPS
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PROJECT STAKEHOLDERS

Freight Rail Passenger Rail Transportation Agencies

U.S. Department
of Transportation

G OF T
PR N *  Federal Railroad
CANADIAN R “wso®  Administration
PACIFIC . W ==
:. X . ] A} D 2,
N el |v* ; "

UNION

PACIFIC
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PROCESS DETAILS



National Environmental Policy Act

The NEPA Process

1. Agency |dentifies a Need for Action
and Develops a Proposa

How is the Federal
Government regulating e
this proposal?

* Requires agencies to
undertake assessment of B
environmental effects of 1
proposed actions

« Supposed to ensure better
informed decisions and
citizen involvement

Implementation with Monitoring as Provided in the Decision



- Chicago-Milwaukee Intercity Passenger Rail Corridor Environmental Assessment (EA)

THE PURPOSE OF THIS EA IS TO IDENTIFY
AND ADDRESS EXISTING AND FUTURE
PASSENGER DEMAND FOR AMTRAK'S

HIAWATHA SERVICE.




Where In the process is this project?

1 | Release of EA — October 6, 2016

2 | Project’s Public Meeting — November 2, 2016

| Release of revised EA — anticipated April 2018
4 | 2" Project Public Meeting — April/May?

B | Project approval granted by FRA — Summer?



Actions to Date:

[

October 18, 2016 — Board
passed Resolution objecting

November 15, 2016 -
objection filed to FRA

January 15, 2017 — 2nd
objection filed to FRA

Hosted 2 public information
meetings

Attended various events and
neighborhood meetings

Legislator coordination
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PROJECT ORIENTATION



REGIONAL TRAIN MAP

~ Metra to FoxLake

@

4 cP owned tracks to WI

§ Metra owned tracks
to Union Station

Proposed Siding

Highwood

_UP owned tracks to WI

Highland Park
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Woodfield Mall |

" UP owned tracks
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LAKE FOREST HOLDING TRACK

3-mile holding track (Conway Rd. to Route 176)
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TE— L ————— g

"‘In:,w? Townline 11:"

| ,.E’ft?ﬂ.qu Third Maﬂ_ e \ ,'*I.éi(‘e Fé;esi Crossovers %

1 Lake- Forést Station Py

Metra



GLENVIEW
HIAWATHA
MAP

1. Proposed 2-mile
freight holding HT
track on UP rail line '
for CP trains

2. Proposed universal
crossover switches
south of Dewes
Street in Downtown | .
Glenview
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FREIGHT
HOLDING TRACK

Proposed Work w/in ROW
O 2 new single track
bridges

o New freight track rail bed

o 20 ft. tall retaining wall
needed to hold rail bed

O Loss of green screening




HOLDING TRACK IMPACTS
& SOLUTIONS

0 Increased congestion and delays on W. Lake Ave.

0 Unacceptable health, safety, environmental and
property value impacts

0 Use viable alternatives; remove holding track from EA
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O Trains over switches create noise in residential area
O Increased traffic back-ups at both downtown crossings

0o Move switches north to industrial areas

0 Move Amtrak stop to North Glenview station




PROJECT STAKEHOLDERS
Who is impacted by this proposal?

Communities Glenview Neighborhoods

The Willows
Glenlake Estates
Princeton Village

Regency at The Glen

Great Lakes NAS Family Housing
Westgate at The Glen
Downtown Glenview

Glenbrook Hospital
Glenbrook South




"SEE & HEAR" THE IMPACTS

WHO NEEDS

THE HOLDING TRACK?
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COMMUNITY
CONCERNS

physical and environmental impacts



HEALTH IMPACTS

Glenview supports use of Amtrak and Metra
Concerns related to proposed freight holding track
Except for a few peak trips, Hiawatha trains empty

How does adding Amtrak trips correlate to the
need for a freight holding track and its impacts?



H EALTH IM PACTS

0 Level Il Trauma Center — serves 35,000 people/year

o Countless doctor visits | 1000+ employees

o Trains slowly entering/exiting holding track creates
unnecessary delays
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SCHOOL IMPACT

—:%__,l pr— —

o 3,137 students attend GBS | 263 faculty
0 Year-round sports and extracurricular activities

o Trains slowly entering/exiting holding track creates
unnecessary delays for students/parents

- SKIP SHEIN, Glenbrook High School District 225 President



ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

- A Natio -."'TT"?; - Visifors
~ )ﬂmﬁam‘;dmad; = 5 S

Kenmcott House Redﬂeld Center
erpme ive. Center é

o Honor intent of National Environmental Policy Act
o Transparently evaluate the environmental impacts
o All alternatives to the proposal must be evaluated

= Shift freight out of urban core



ENVIRONMENTAL Quantify Air Quality
W P2AC TS o Diesel emissions
higher when
accelerating than
when idling




PUBLIC DUE PROCESS

o Given the project complexity an EIS is needed

o WisDOT & IDOT need to be transparent — release all
the data and information requested

0 Give communities proper time to review revisions

- SHERI LATASH, League of Women Voters Glenview/Glencoe Co-President



NOISE & TRAFFIC IMPACTS
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0 Proposed Dewes Street crossover switch impacts:

= Too noisy
Increase in safety risks due to switches



NOISE & TRAFFIC
IMPACTS

Amtrak trains block Glenview Road crossing,
causing 47 minutes of vehicle delays

6 new Amtrak trips increases delay to 1.5 hours
Move Amtrak stop to the North Glenview station
Relocate proposed switch north to industrial area

Visit NoThirdRail.com to sign online petition



ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

o Rail line was significantly different 18 years ago
o Trains rolled by, but were shorter and never stopped

o It's hard living with this informal holding track;
imagine the impacts from a permanent holding track

- GARY DUBOFSKY, The Willows Neighborhood



ENVIRONMENTAL
IMPACTS

Air pollution — coal dust; engines belching exhaust

Rail cars carrying toxic chemicals — chlorine gas;
molten sulfur; white phosphorous; ammonia

Vibrations — house shakes: wall/foundation cracks

Noise — “bomb” start or “screech” stopping sounds
Say NO to the holding track

- GARY DUBOFSKY, The Willows Neighborhood



HEALTH, SAFETY
& WELFARE

0 Lake Forest’s concerns are similar to Glenview'’s

= Health - air pollution; mental health from noise

= Safety — increased derailment risk

» Quality of life — diminished for residents

= Property values - vibration damage; shift in
community character

0 Neighborhoods, schools, churches, parks impacted



HEALTH, SAFETY
& WELFARE

0 687 acre ecosystem NN (|

o 3 mile freight holding i '. "ﬂ'?\ | “; | H\i ]'; t |
track proposed to run - oo
through preserve B S oy

o Biodiversity would be
threatened by
additional pollution
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HEALTH, SAFETY & WELFARE

e Qe Chicago Tribune

SPORTS BREAKING MOST POPULAR  OPINION ENTERTAINMENT BUSINESS BEST REVIEWS  ADVERTISING

Tankers that derailed in Lake Forest carried
hazardous material: officials

Occurred on UP line

o 10 of 11 derailed cars
carried hazmat materials

o Need to separate freight
and passenger rall



SAFETY
CONCERNS

Why not add 1-2 train cars during peak hours
when people are actually riding Hiawatha?

Why is a 2-mile freight holding track associated
with an Amtrak proposal?

What community benefits are being generated?
What are projections for increased freight traffic?

What is number of trains that will be idling?

- CHUCK BALLING and SALLY STEPHENSON, Princeton Village HOA
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0 Who needs the holding track?
= Metra to reduce conflicts with freight?
WHO NEEDS = (P or UP to increase freight efficiencies?

THE HOLDING TRACK?

- CHUCK BALLING and SALLY STEPHENSON, Princeton Village HOA



SAFETY CONCERNS

o Who is responsible for
the increased safety

- CHUCK BALLING and SALLY STEPHENSON Prlnceton Village HOA -
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SAFETY CONCERNS

0 Intergovernmental cooperation is needed
to find other reasonable alternatives
o Say NO to the holding track
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VIABLE ALTERNATIVES
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o “Build it and they will come” = philosophical folly

o Fiscally responsible alternatives exist = critical

o Glenview holding track = freight parking lot
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CLOSING REMARKS

we don't need the holding track



AMTRAK HIAWATHA
EXPANSION
1. Holding Track = Freight Yard
2. Downtown congestion/safety

WEDONTNEED f, ¥ §
THE HOLDING TRACK ' [ _§ NEED FOR PROJECT?

Data does not support need for
expansion of system using less than
40% of its current seats

REASONABLE ALTERNATIVES

1. Extra passenger car
2. Use new locomotive/rail cars

3. Move Amtrak stop and switch to
North Glenview station




CLOSING
REMARKS

Say NO to

parking
freight
trains in
Glenview

Village of Glenview:

Opposes this project as
proposed

Believes an EIS is needed

Believes a Freight Impact
Study must be completed

Believes the freight holding
track will create unacceptable
impacts on the community

Seeks to eliminate the holding
track

Seeks to mitigate the impacts
on downtown



LEGISLATOR
RESPONSE




MAKE

WHAT CAN YOU DO? VOICES

HEARD!
<+

«..Sign the petition

 Fill out a comment card or submit a
comment to Glenview’s website at:
RRinformation@glenview.il.us

« Let your legislators know your.concerns

FOR MORE INFORMATION VISIT:
glenview.il.us/Pages/Hiawatha.aspx


mailto:RRinformation@glenview.il.us

Thank you for attending
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