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Feasibility Report on Proposed Amtrak Service
Quad Cities-Chicago

I.

Introduction and Background

I.A.

General Discussion
Since the introduction of expanded levels of intrastate service on October 30, 2006,
Amtrak trains in Illinois have produced impressive gains in both ridership and ticket
revenue. This success and continuing stakeholder support has given rise to a formal
request from the Illinois Department of Transportation (“Ill. DOT”) to Amtrak to
develop a feasibility study regarding possible service consisting of a morning and an
evening train in each direction between Chicago and the Quad Cities.
The area between Chicago and the Quad Cities includes many rapidly growing
communities. From Chicago toward the West and South, many towns and cities have
experienced double digit growth increases in population since the year 2000. Southern
DuPage, Cook and Will counties have seen especially strong growth, pressuring
highway infrastructure, utilities, and schools. Community development and highway
congestion are readily apparent when traveling the nearly 3 hour, 175 mile route
between Chicago and the Quad cities.
As information, there are only three weekday round trip bus frequencies available
between Chicago and the Quad Cities. The Quad City International Airport offers a
total of 10 daily scheduled round trip flights to Chicago's O'Hare International Airport
via two separate carriers flying regional jets.
The Quad Cities (Davenport, Moline, Rock Island, and Bettendorf) are located along
the Mississippi River. Nearly 60% of its visitors are from the Chicago area. With
dozens of miles of scenic riverfront, river boating, casinos, and thousands of acres of
expansive public spaces, the Quad Cities area is a major draw from both Iowa and
Illinois. The huge Rock Island Arsenal, one of the largest military arsenals in the
country and located along the river, is transitioning to become the headquarters of the
United States First Army.
As will be discussed later in the report, there is only one logical rail route through the
Quad Cities themselves. The Iowa Interstate Railroad operates through the Quad Cities
along the river and heads west through Iowa. The Quad Cities are considering at least
three potential locations for an Amtrak station. A study now underway supported by
several local stakeholders will recommend a site which will then be considered, given
available local and other financial support. If Amtrak service were to terminate in the
Quad Cities, an overnight storage track of sufficient length along with ample parking
and certain other requirements covered elsewhere in the report would be required.
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Following receipt by Amtrak of the study request, alternative rail routes between
Chicago and the Quad Cities were identified as potential candidates for this service.
Physical evaluations of the routes were conducted with host railroad personnel,
including hi-rail inspections, assessments of capital needs, and identification of
operational challenges. Revenue/ridership forecasts were determined based on
recommended schedules, and estimates of cost to operate the service were developed.
The state and many of its communities have expressed the desire to establish Amtrak
service in the most expeditious way possible. This study, therefore, has concentrated
on incremental and focused improvements, including the possibility of raising the
speeds on some of the route segments up to 79 mph. As directed by Ill. DOT, no
"high-speed" (110 mph) scenarios were considered. The goal was to prepare a highlevel and objective report of the findings for Ill. DOT’s further consideration. The
study included fact-finding discussions with the host railroad owners/operators of the
trackage, local governmental representatives, and advocacy groups.
Although there have been general operational discussions and field inspections with the
host freight railroads, the specific infrastructure improvement proposals, draft
schedules and other railroad-related comments in this report have not been negotiated
or agreed to with the host freight railroads and reflect only the findings and best
judgment recommendations of the study team. Should further progression of one of the
alternative proposals be desired, detailed discussion and formal negotiations will have
to be initiated with those rail carriers. Implementation of service is also subject to the
time required to procure rolling stock, complete the package of infrastructure
improvements which are ultimately agreed to by the host freight railroads, and recruit
and train additional personnel.
All proposed Amtrak train schedules shown in this feasibility study are dependent upon
schedule timeslots made available to Amtrak by certain of the host railroads.
Scheduled timeslots provided are subject to further discussion based on traffic
volumes, operating conditions and other considerations in existence at the time of
actual service commencement on either route. Given likely freight and/or passenger
traffic growth and the possibility of changing operating conditions on either route at the
time of service commencement, revisions to the proposed schedules shown in this
study can be anticipated. What is particularly restrictive as to availability of time slots
to run additional trains are the commuter territories around Chicago. In this study, the
proposed schedules were driven in large part by the ability to enter/exit the route
segments around Chicago.
Two alternative routes were identified as potentially feasible for establishment of
Amtrak service between Chicago and the Quad Cities with the westernmost segment
between Wyanet and the Quad Cities being common to both alternatives. These
alternatives are shown on the map included as Exhibit 1. Each requires a different
level of capital investment to make the service a practical reality. As detailed
elsewhere, the report shows current operating speeds alongside goals of 60 to 79 mph
where those speeds might be achieved with appropriate infrastructure upgrading. In
general, operating at current slow freight speeds results in extremely long trip times
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and would not result in practical, attractive passenger service schedules. The routes
studied were:
Route A:

Quad Cities-Wyanet-Chicago via
IAIS-BNSF-Amtrak

Route B:

Quad Cities-Joliet-Chicago via
IAIS-CSXT-Metra/Rock Island District-Amtrak

Legend:

Amtrak
BNSF
CN
CSXT
IAIS
Metra

National Railroad Passenger Corporation
Burlington Northern Santa Fe Rwy
Canadian National Railways
CSX Transportation
Iowa Interstate Railroad
Commuter Rail Division of the Regional Transportation Authority

A third alternative routing was considered using Metra’s Southwest Service route from
Chicago to New Lenox, IL where a connection would have to be constructed to
Metra’s Rock Island District for operations to proceed toward Joliet. This route was
eliminated from further consideration due to the land required for the connection track
being public park property and indications from a local official that any effort to utilize
this property would trigger a vigorous opposition by the public park agency. The two
rail lines (Metra’s Southwest Service and Metra’s Rock Island District) are grade
separated here, which would require significant taking of public park acreage to
facilitate the connection.
In Section II, both route alternatives are discussed in some detail and a summary of
each is shown at the end of the report.
I.B.

Rolling Stock
All route alternatives assume that the train sets required for the service will operate in
"push-pull mode," and will consist of 1 locomotive in each consist and 1 non-poweredcontrol-unit (NPCU), or second locomotive, and will include provisions for food
service. Because of varying ridership projections over the different route options, it
would be prudent to "right-size" the number of coaches in the consist to reflect the
anticipated patronage. The number of coaches required for Routes "A" and "B" is
listed in Section VI, page 20. It should be understood that the current car supply
situation at Amtrak is extremely tight and it is likely that equipment for this service
would have to be generated from our bad order storage inventory, and scheduled for
heavy repair in a car shop, thus requiring significant initial rehabilitation expenditures
and time. The train consist can be modified as future demand dictates or as the State
desires.
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I.C.

Station Facilities
The availability of station facilities varies considerably along both routes. For
example, along Route A there are passenger station facilities already in use by either
BNSF/Metra or Amtrak at LaGrange Road, Naperville, Mendota and Princeton.
Investment would be required at Geneseo and there is not presently a readily-available
station at Quad Cities, although a regional consultant study is currently underway
reviewing possible station sites. Along Route B there is a station at Joliet, but all other
stations to the Quad Cities are either in need of replacement or major rehabilitation.
Some former stations facilities are privately owned. For purposes of this report, it is
assumed that all station facilities will be provided by parties other than Amtrak,
including platforms, parking, and waiting areas. The assumption is that local
communities desiring a station stop will provide such facilities as well as ongoing
maintenance.
Although the suggested station stops have been shown in the sample schedules, they
can be modified depending upon the willingness and abilities of the communities to
provide facilities and as Ill. DOT directs.
Regarding station platform design and construction, it should be noted that there is
industry-wide discussion underway of the United States Department of Transportation's
(USDOT) Notice of Proposed Rulemaking concerning amendments to the
Department's Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) regulations, specifically Docket
OST-2006-23985. In this notice, the DOT proposes that new commuter and intercity
rail stations shall provide level-entry boarding to all accessible cars in each train using
the station. Because this notice is still under consideration and no new rules have been
promulgated, questions of station platform designs, dimensions and construction
cannot be fully addressed and may therefore delay station (platform) development
efforts.

II.

Discussion of Alternative Routes

II.A.

Route A – Moline-Denesco-Princeton-Mendota-Naperville-Chicago via IAIS,
BNSF and Amtrak

II.A.1.

General Description
This proposed alternative would use the tracks of three carriers, as follows, and
requires the construction of a single connection track between BNSF and IAIS (see
"Capital Requirements, Section II.A.2.ii"):
Miles
IAIS
BNSF
Amtrak
Total

47.7
110.1
0.8
158.6 Miles
7

The short Amtrak portion of this route is the immediate area of the south train shed and
includes lead tracks at Chicago Union Station. This portion of the route transitions
onto the BNSF and continues westward on their route to Aurora. The BNSF route is
very well-maintained and its 94 weekday commuter trains (47 in each direction) serve
many communities between Chicago and Aurora. Amtrak operates morning and
evening trains in each direction to Quincy on this route as well as two long distance
trains via Galesburg: the California Zephyr and Southwest Chief. The route also carries
a very high volume of freight to and from Chicago, approaching 100 Million Gross
Tons (MGT) annually, much of it time-sensitive intermodal container traffic. Freight
speeds generally range from 50-60 mph and maximum passenger train speed is 79
mph. This very busy route is mostly double and triple track, is signalized, and is
operated under centralized traffic control from BNSF's dispatching center in Ft. Worth,
Texas. The physical plant condition is excellent.
About 111 miles west of Chicago at Wyanet, Ill., the BNSF crosses over the IAIS
Railroad. Described elsewhere is a proposed new track connection between the BNSF
and the IAIS at this location so that the train service can continue westward on the IAIS
to Quad Cities.
The Iowa Interstate Railroad route segment between Wyanet and Quad Cities is dark
(non-signaled) and employs a track warrant system for control of train operations. The
current maximum speed on this segment is 40 mph. Freight traffic consists of one
through train each way daily. Two locals operate between Rock Island and Silvis
through Moline. There are sidings at Atkinson (5430 ft), Silvis (5500 ft.) and Moline
(6000 ft.), although the Moline siding is for all practical purposes a yard track.
Congestion at Quad Cities is heavy as a result of industry switching, train make-up
activity, local train movements (3 times weekly) of the Iowa, Chicago and Eastern
Railroad (ICE), and BNSF through and local trains, as well as the IAIS trains on the
east end. Traffic density east of Quad Cities to Bureau is currently slightly over 7.2
MGT and in the westward direction toward Iowa City traffic is heavier, being nearly
twice that level at 13.7 MGT.
As is typical for any Midwest rail operations, there are numerous public at-grade street
and highway crossings along the entire corridor and, in the more rural areas, private
crossings as well. Although many are equipped with train-activated devices, i.e., gates
and/or flashers, there are still numerous crossings with only passive cross buck signs.
It is recommended that discussions be initiated with the State of Illinois about any
additional grade crossing warning devices or closures that may be deemed appropriate
for the route.
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II.A.2.

Capital Requirements

II.A.2.i. Recommended Track Upgrading
The BNSF portion of the route between Chicago and Wyanet is well-maintained and
will not require any rehabilitation work, as the trackage is in a state of good repair and
normal cyclical maintenance programs are adequate. In 2001, the consulting firm
Design Nine, Inc. performed an inspection of the subject Iowa Interstate trackage
between Wyanet and Quad Cities and developed a preliminary cost estimate for track
rehabilitation to accommodate speed increases to 60 and 79 mph, respectively. As
nearly seven years have passed since that time and the condition of the railroad has
been improved significantly, especially as related to crosstie and surface conditions, we
conducted another physical plant inspection and developed a revised list of
recommended work, together with a capital cost estimate updated to current prices. As
stated in the prior report, there was little difference in cost to upgrade the track to either
60 or 79 mph, with the exception that it was previously recommended that the
remaining jointed rail be replaced with continuous welded rail only for the 79 mph
scenario. Today we recommend that, for maintaining good ride quality and for ease of
future maintenance, the remaining jointed rail, totaling approximately 8 track miles, be
replaced with continuous welded rail under either scenario. Another difference from
the 2001 study is that the crosstie and surface conditions of the line, as well as
conditions of turnouts and grade crossings, have improved dramatically and we now
recommend only a nominal spot crosstie replacement program totaling some 15,000
ties, together with a spot surfacing program totaling approximately 25 miles. This
would include an increase in the superelevation of curves as warranted for higher
speeds. By comparison, the 2001 study recommended a crosstie renewal exceeding
91,000 ties based on the conditions at that time. We also recommend that, under the
speed increase proposals, a lump sum of funding be provided for miscellaneous other
work, including joint elimination, ditching, minor bridge and culvert work (note: no
specific major structural problems were brought to our attention), elimination of mud
spots in the track, shoulder work as warranted in connection with curve speed
upgrades, etc. Under the 60 mph scenario developed in 2001, signal costs were
included only to upgrade the approach circuits of existing train-activated grade
crossing warning devices. Since existing signal regulations permit operation of
passenger trains up to that speed without a wayside block signal system, no costs
related to such a system were included in this report for the 60 mph scenario and the
turnouts at the Atkinson passing siding are contemplated to remain hand thrown rather
than remotely-controlled. In our 79 mph estimate, the siding is powered and a wayside
signal system is included, together with a dispatching console at the Iowa City, Iowa
control office.
II.A.2.ii. Proposed Construction of Connection Track
At Wyanet, just west of Princeton, the BNSF’s route is grade-separated over the Iowa
Interstate’s main track and there currently is no connection track between the two lines.
To permit straightaway train movements, a connection track needs to be constructed in
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the northeast quadrant. In 2001, the Illinois Department of Transportation engaged the
consulting firm of Design Nine, Inc. to prepare a plan and preliminary cost estimate for
this proposed connection. The proposed design includes a No. 24 crossover with
powered switches between the two BNSF main tracks just east of the proposed turnout
for the connection, and a No. 24 turnout in the Iowa Interstate’s main track. This
design would accommodate a passenger train speed of 50 mph. We believe the
preliminary design and assumptions made are still valid and inflated to today’s prices,
the total cost of this 4000-foot connection is estimated at approximately $5.6 million in
2007 dollars. About seven acres of land would have to be acquired to accommodate
the proposed connection track and it appears that there has been no commercial or
residential development in the immediate area since the consultant’s prior work. No
environmental review has been conducted in the area of the proposed connection track.

II.A.2.iii. Order of Magnitude Summary of Capital Cost
a.
b.
c.
d.
e.
f.
g.
h.

II.A.3.

Construction of connection track between BNSF and
Iowa Interstate at Wyanet
Replace remaining jointed rail with continuous welded
rail
Spot replacement of 15,000 crossties
Surfacing 25 miles
Misc. other track, bridge, culvert, drainage, and
roadbed work
Extend grade crossing starts for higher speeds
Install wayside signal system, controlled switches at
Atkinson, electric locks on switches, control console in
dispatch center
Contingencies 15% on items b – g above
Total

$ Millions
60 mph

79 mph

$5.6

$5.6

3.6

3.6

1.1
0.4
1.0

1.1
0.4
1.0

1.0
—

1.0
7.5

1.1
$13.8

2.2
$22.4

Schedules
Using Amtrak's standard methodology and reflecting the maximum authorized
operating speeds, station dwell times, and 8% recovery time, "strawman" schedules
were developed for Route A based on the current allowable speeds, as well as on
upgraded conditions reflecting infrastructure improvement alternatives on the Iowa
Interstate to permit maximum operating speeds of 60 and 79 mph respectively. Only
the latter two alternatives are considered viable and competitive for this corridor,
although revenue/ridership forecasts have been developed for all three scenarios for
comparative purposes.
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Scenario: A1
Route: BNSF - IAIS
Daily
Current Speeds via BNSF-IAIS
Chicago…Naperville…Mendota...Princeton…Geneseo…Moline
Morning Evening

Morning

Westbound Westbound
9:30 AM
6:30 PM
R 9:47 AM R 6:47 PM
R 10:04 AM R 7:04 PM
10:29 AM
7:29 PM
10:57 AM
7:57 PM
11:19 AM
8:19 PM
12:37 PM
9:37 PM
1:30 PM 10:30 PM

Evening

Eastbound Eastbound
Dp
Dp
Dp
Dp
Dp
Dp
Dp
Ar

Chicago, IL CT
La Grange Road, IL
Naperville, IL
Plano, IL
Mendota, IL
Princeton, IL
Geneseo, IL
Moline, IL

Ar
Dp
Dp
Dp
Dp
Dp
Dp
Dp

12:00 PM 10:00 PM
D 11:32 AM D 9:32 PM
D 11:17 AM D 9:17 PM
10:53 AM
8:53 PM
10:25 AM
8:25 PM
10:05 AM
8:05 PM
8:47 AM
6:47 PM
8:00 AM
6:00 PM

R - LaGrange Road and Naperville Westbound - Stops only to receive passengers
D - Naperville and LaGrange Road Eastbound - Stops only to discharge passengers

Scenario: A2
Route: BNSF - IAIS

Daily
60 mph via BNSF-IAIS
Chicago…Naperville…Mendota...Princeton…Geneseo…Moline
Morning Evening

Morning Evening

Westbound Westbound

Eastbound Eastbound

9:30 AM
6:30 PM
R 9:47 AM R 6:47 PM
R 10:04 AM R 7:04 PM
10:29 AM
7:29 PM
10:57 AM
7:57 PM
11:19 AM
8:19 PM
12:25 PM
9:25 PM
1:05 PM 10:05 PM

Dp
Dp
Dp
Dp
Dp
Dp
Dp
Ar

Chicago, IL CT
La Grange Road, IL
Naperville, IL
Plano, IL
Mendota, IL
Princeton, IL
Geneseo, IL
Moline, IL

Ar
Dp
Dp
Dp
Dp
Dp
Dp
Dp

12:00 PM 10:00 PM
D 11:32 AM D 9:32 PM
D 11:17 AM D 9:17 PM
10:53 AM
8:53 PM
10:25 AM
8:25 PM
10:05 AM
8:05 PM
9:01 AM
7:01 PM
8:25 AM
6:25 PM

R - LaGrange Road and Naperville Westbound - Stops only to receive passengers
D - Naperville and LaGrange Road Eastbound - Stops only to discharge passengers
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Scenario: A3
Route: BNSF - IAIS
Daily
79 mph via BNSF-IAIS
Chicago…Naperville…Mendota...Princeton…Geneseo…Moline
Morning Evening

Morning

Westbound Westbound
9:30 AM
6:30 PM
R 9:47 AM R 6:47 PM
R 10:04 AM R 7:04 PM
10:29 AM
7:29 PM
10:57 AM
7:57 PM
11:19 AM
8:19 PM
12:14 PM
9:14 PM
12:50 PM
9:50 PM

Evening

Eastbound Eastbound
Dp
Dp
Dp
Dp
Dp
Dp
Dp
Ar

Chicago, IL CT
La Grange Road, IL
Naperville, IL
Plano, IL
Mendota, IL
Princeton, IL
Geneseo, IL
Moline, IL

Ar
Dp
Dp
Dp
Dp
Dp
Dp
Dp

12:00 PM
D 11:32 AM
D 11:17 AM
10:53 AM
10:25 AM
10:05 AM
9:12 AM
8:40 AM

10:00 PM
D 9:32 PM
D 9:17 PM
8:53 PM
8:25 PM
8:05 PM
7:12 PM
6:40 PM

R - LaGrange Road and Naperville Westbound - Stops only to receive passengers
D - Naperville and LaGrange Road Eastbound - Stops only to discharge passengers

The proposed station stops indicated above reflect our initial recommendations for this
route based on discussions with various parties. It is possible that these may change, or
that other stations may be added if this route is selected for possible implementation of
service. (See also general discussion on "Station Facilities," Section I.C.)
II.B.

Route B – Moline-Genesco-LaSalle-Morris-Joliet-Chicago via IAIS, CSXT, Metra
(Rock Island District) and Amtrak

II.B.1.

General Description
This proposed alternative would use the tracks of 5 carriers, as follows:
Miles
IAIS
CSXT
Metra/Rock Island District
CN (St. Charles Airline)
Amtrak
Total

82.5
54.3
38.5
1.4
0.8
177.5 Miles
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As described in Route A, the short Amtrak portion of this route is the immediate area
of the south train shed and includes lead tracks at Chicago Union Station. The
proposed routing then duplicates the "see-saw" move required for today's operation of
Amtrak's service between Chicago, Carbondale and New Orleans and is a route over
which CN has indicated it will cease freight operations upon consummation of their
proposed acquisition of the EJ&E railroad. The route would continue eastward to
Metra's Clark St. Tower where it turns south over a connection track onto Metra's Rock
Island District toward Joliet. The Rock Island commuter district begins at Chicago
LaSalle Street Station before it reaches Clark Street Tower. The Rock Island District
operates 68 daily trains (34 trains each way) making more than 20 station stops
Chicago – Blue Island – Joliet, including their local Beverly Sub District. The route
portion from Clark Street to Joliet is double track under CTC control and Cab signals
with a top speed of 79 mph. There is minimal freight traffic on the Metra/Rock Island
segment. Just beyond Joliet Union Depot, which is the south end of the Metra/Rock
Island commuter district, the route crosses the Des Plaines River drawbridge and
transitions onto the CSXT Railroad for the next 54 miles. The CSXT portion of the
route is dispatched from their Calumet City center using TWC and DTC dispatcher
authorizations for train movement. The current maximum speed on the CSXT segment
is 40 mph with more than half of the route restricted to 25 mph or less. Sidings at
Rockdale and Seneca provide some meeting and passing opportunities. Freight traffic
on the CSXT consists of one through CSXT train in each direction and one through
IAIS train in each direction over the route, and three locals that work various
industries, especially several silica plants in this area, as well as an Ottawa yard job
that works strictly within Ottawa yard limits. Traffic from five planned new ethanol
plants, mostly located on the west end of the IAIS, will increase across the route as the
new plants come on line between the second quarter of 2008 and the third quarter of
2009.
As in the case of "Route A" and as is typical for any Midwest rail operations, there are
numerous public at-grade street and highway crossings along the entire corridor and, in
the more rural areas, private crossings as well. Although many are equipped with train
activated warning devices, i.e., gates and/or flashers, there are still numerous crossings
with only passive cross buck signs. It is recommended discussion be initiated with the
State of Illinois about any additional grade crossing warning devices or closures that
may be deemed appropriate for the route.
II.B.2.

Capital Requirements

II.B.2.i. Recommended Track Upgrading
The Metra segment between Chicago and Joliet is a well-maintained route used
primarily for commuter operations, in addition to a small complement of CSXT and
Iowa Interstate freight trains via trackage rights. This segment will not require any
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rehabilitation work, as the physical plant condition is excellent and the normal cyclical
maintenance programs performed by Metra are adequate.
Beginning at Joliet, the 54-mile CSXT trackage segment is in various states of
condition. There is a mixture of continuous welded rail as well as jointed rail, with
weights ranging from 115-pound to 141-pound. The majority of the line has 132pound jointed rail. The tie condition, although adequate for today’s relatively slow
maximum operating freight train speeds, is not sufficient for operations at the higher
speeds necessary for the proposed passenger operations. Some of the jointed rail is
surface-bent and there are segments of track with significant stretches of severe muddy
ballast conditions, together with pumping joints. For reasons of providing higher
speeds, good ride quality conditions for passengers, and for ease of maintenance in the
future, it is recommended that all of the remaining jointed rail be replaced with
continuous welded rail, that a heavy crosstie renewal be undertaken, and that the entire
line be surfaced. This would include increasing the superelevation in curves for higher
speeds and modification of curve spirals as required.
On the 20-mile segment of trackage between Milepost 95 and 114.9 (Bureau), which is
leased by Iowa Interstate from CSXT, the observations regarding recommended rail,
crosstie, and surfacing programs are similar as for the CSXT segment. The related
costs for all of the recommended work have been incorporated in the summary table.
Between Bureau, Ill., and Milepost 129.5 (Wyanet), the condition of the rail improves
significantly. With the exception of a short segment of jointed rail at Bureau, this
portion of the route consists of continuous welded rail ranging in size from 119-pound
to 132-pound and is adequate to accommodate the proposed higher speeds. A major
crosstie renewal program was carried out in the recent past but it was noted during the
inspection trip that some additional crosstie work is warranted for the proposed higher
speed scenarios. This cost has also been included in the summary tables, as has the
cost of surfacing and other miscellaneous work. The capital infrastructure work
required between Wyanet and Quad Cities was developed for the alternative route
(Route A) and is again summarized in the table for this route option.
The cost estimate for upgrading the Joliet to Wyanet trackage includes extension of
grade crossing warning device circuitry to permit higher speeds and, with the 79-MPH
scenario, the installation of a wayside signal system and remote control for turnouts at
key sidings. With the 60 mph proposal, the grade crossing circuitry upgrading work is
included, but it is presumed that the line operations would still be carried out as a
“dark” railroad, i.e., with no wayside signal system, as currently permitted by federal
law. There is, however, one exception for which we recommend wayside signals under
both speed options. The CSXT portion of the route between Joliet and MP 95 has a
heavy concentration of rail customers, including industrial plants and bulk shippers,
which necessitates the operation of local trains to serve these facilities. There are
numerous turnouts along the route to provide direct track access and it is not unusual
for the trains performing the facility switching to leave a portion of their train on the
main track or in existing sidings. In order to provide an added measure of protection,
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we recommend the inclusion of a wayside signal system on this route segment for both
speed options due to the nature of the freight operations, including the remote
controlling of ten turnouts at sidings. An additional comment on the CSXT trackage
pertains to potential capacity degradation with the introduction of the proposed
passenger trains. Given the intensity of switching operations in addition to the through
freight movements, it is recommended that if this option is determined to be the
preferred routing for the passenger service, a train traffic flow simulation study be
conducted to ascertain if additional line or switching capacity may be required.
Although it is recognized that no such detailed modeling was performed for purposes
of this feasibility study, we have concern about this issue and have included a
placeholder in the capital cost summary to cover the potential construction of
additional trackage to provide an offset to any capacity degradation or loss of
operational flexibility. Therefore, a lump sum of $5 million has been added as a line
item in the capital cost table.
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II.B.2.ii. Order of Magnitude Summary of Capital Cost
CSXT Segment
a
b
c
d
e
f
g
h

Replace remaining jointed rail with continuous welded rail
Crosstie renewal – 51,000 ties
Surfacing 54 miles
Misc. other track, bridge, culvert, drainage, and roadbed
work.
Extend grade crossing starts for higher speeds
Install wayside signal system, remote control sidings,
electric locks on switches, control console.
Placeholder for capacity mitigation
Contingencies 15% on items a – g, above
Subtotal:

Milepost 95-114.9 (Leased by Iowa Interstate from CSXT)
a
b
c
d
e
f
g

Replace remaining jointed rail with continuous welded rail
Crosstie renewal – 30,000 ties
Surfacing 20 miles
Misc. other track, bridge, culvert, drainage, and roadbed
work
Extend grade crossing starts for higher speeds
Install wayside signal system, remote control sidings,
electric locks on switches
Contingencies 15% on items a – f, above
Subtotal:

Milepost 114.9 – Wyanet MP 129.5 (Iowa Interstate)
a
b
c
d
e
f
g

Replace remaining jointed rail with continuous welded rail
Crosstie renewal – 8,200 ties
Surfacing 15 miles
Misc. other track, bridge, culvert, drainage, and roadbed
work
Extend grade crossing starts for higher speeds
Install wayside signal system, remote control sidings,
electric locks on switches
Contingencies 15% on items a – f, above
Subtotal:

$millions
60 mph

79 mph

$19.4
3.7
0.8
2.0

$19.4
3.7
0.8
2.0

1.8
14.1

1.8
14.1

5.0
7.0
$53.8

5.0
7.0
$53.8

60 mph

79 mph

$8.1
2.2
0.3
0.8

$8.1
2.2
0.3
0.8

0.4
―

0.4
3.5

1.8
$13.6

2.3
$17.6

60 mph

79 mph

$0.5
0.6
0.3
0.6

$0.5
0.6
0.3
0.6

0.2
―

0.2
2.4

0.3
$2.5

0.7
$5.3

$8.5
$78.4

$17.1
$93.8

Wyanet MP 129.5 to Quad Cities
Summary of capital upgrading cost shown in the alternative
routing option BNSF/Iowa Interstate
Subtotal:
Grand Total:
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II.B.3.

Schedules
Using Amtrak's standard methodology and reflecting the maximum authorized
operating speeds, station dwell times, and 8% recovery time, "strawman" schedules
were developed for Route B based on the current allowable speeds, as well as on
upgraded conditions reflecting infrastructure improvement alternatives on CSXT and
Iowa Interstate to permit maximum operating speeds of 60 and 79 mph, respectively.
Only the latter two alternatives are considered viable and competitive for this corridor,
although revenue/ridership forecasts have been developed for all three scenarios for
comparative purposes.

Scenario: B1
Route: Metra - CSXT - IAIS

Daily
Current Speeds via Metra-CSXT-IAIS
Chicago…Joliet…Morris…LaSalle...Geneseo…Moline
Evening

Morning

Evening

Westbound Westbound

Morning

Eastbound

Eastbound

9:22 AM
R 10:43 AM
11:40 AM
1:32 PM
3:26 PM
4:27 PM

6:35 PM
R 7:56 PM
8:53 PM
10:45 PM
12:39 AM
1:40 AM

Dp
Dp
Dp
Dp
Dp
Ar

Chicago, IL CT
Joliet, IL
Morris, IL
LaSalle, IL
Geneseo, IL
Moline, IL

Ar
Dp
Dp
Dp
Dp
Dp

1:54 PM
11:59 PM
D 12:35 PM D 10:40 PM
11:29 AM
9:34 PM
9:30 AM
7:35 PM
7:36 AM
5:41 PM
6:49 AM
4:54 PM

R - Joliet Westbound - Stops only to receive passengers
D - Joliet Eastbound - Stops only to discharge passengers
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Scenario: B2
Route: Metra - CSXT - IAIS

Daily
60 mph via Metra-CSXT-IAIS
Chicago…Joliet…Morris…LaSalle...Geneseo…Moline
Morning

Evening

Westbound Westbound
9:22 AM
R 10:43 AM
11:26 AM
12:48 PM
2:04 PM
2:47 PM

6:35 PM
R 7:56 PM
8:39 PM
10:01 PM
11:17 PM
12:00 AM

Dp
Dp
Dp
Dp
Dp
Ar

Chicago, IL CT
Joliet, IL
Morris, IL
LaSalle, IL
Geneseo, IL
Moline, IL

Ar
Dp
Dp
Dp
Dp
Dp

Morning

Evening

Eastbound

Eastbound

1:54 PM
11:59 PM
D 12:35 PM D 10:40 PM
11:44 AM
9:49 PM
10:21 AM
8:26 PM
9:05 AM
7:10 PM
8:29 AM
6:34 PM

R - Joliet Westbound - Stops only to receive passengers
D - Joliet Eastbound - Stops only to discharge passengers

Scenario: B3
Route: Metra - CSXT - IAIS
Daily
79 mph via Metra-CSXT-IAIS
Chicago…Joliet…Morris…LaSalle...Geneseo…Moline
Morning

Evening

Westbound Westbound
9:22 AM
R 10:43 AM
11:20 AM
12:31 PM
1:29 PM
2:08 PM

6:35 PM
R 7:56 PM
8:33 PM
9:44 PM
10:42 PM
11:21 PM

Dp
Dp
Dp
Dp
Dp
Ar

Chicago, IL CT
Joliet, IL
Morris, IL
LaSalle, IL
Geneseo, IL
Moline, IL

Ar
Dp
Dp
Dp
Dp
Dp

Morning

Evening

Eastbound

Eastbound

1:54 PM
11:59 PM
D 12:35 PM D 10:40 PM
11:52 AM
9:57 PM
10:38 AM
8:43 PM
9:40 AM
7:45 PM
9:08 AM
7:13 PM

R - Joliet Westbound - Stops only to receive passengers
D - Joliet Eastbound - Stops only to discharge passengers

The proposed station stops indicated above reflect our initial recommendations for this
route based on discussions with various parties. It is possible that these may change, or
that other stations may be added, if this route is selected for possible implementation of
service. (See also general discussion on "Station Facilities," Section I.C.)
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III.

Layover Facility
Presuming the service terminates in the Quad Cities, an overnight train consist storage
track location will need to be identified. In addition, a small building facility will be
needed for use by train crews, as well as for storage of cleaning equipment and for
communications facilities. A standby 480 volt power unit as well as potable water unit
needs to be provided. A line item of $300,000 is recommended for the layover facility.
This amount has been added to the capital cost of each route alternative as reflected in
Section V below.

IV.

Ridership/Revenue Forecast Summary – All Routes
See Attachment Numbers 1 and 2 on Pages 21-22

V.

Summary – Proposed Chicago-Quad Cities
This section summarizes key elements of each route alternative between Chicago and
Quad Cities.
Route A – Quad Cities-Naperville-Chicagos via IAIS-BNSF-Amtrak
Length of Route (miles)
No. Rail Carriers
Proposed Scheduled Running Time (hr:min)
"Order of Magnitude" Capital Cost ($millions) (1)
Estimated Annual Ridership
Estimated Annual Revenue ($millions)
Estimated Annual Operating Expense ($millions)
Estimated Annual Operating Subsidy ($millions)

A1
4:00
$0.3
90,000
$2.1
$8.4
$6.3

158.6
3
A2
3:35
$14.1
102,700
$2.4
$8.4
$6.0

A3
3:20
$22.7
110,800
$2.6
$8.5
$5.9

Route B – Quad Cities-Joliet-Chicago via IAIS-CSXT-Metra/Rock Island District-Amtrak
Length of Route (miles)
No. Rail Carriers
Proposed Scheduled Running Time (hr:min)
"Order of Magnitude" Capital Cost ($millions) (1)
Estimated Annual Ridership
Estimated Annual Revenue ($millions)
Estimated Annual Operating Expense ($millions)
Estimated Annual Operating Subsidy ($millions)

B1
7:05
$0.3
40,300
$0.9
$8.4
$7.5

177.5
5
B2
5:25
$78.7
69,900
$1.7
$8.5
$6.8

B3
4:46
$94.1
84,300
$2.1
$8.4
$6.3

Footnote (1): Includes $0.3 million for a recommended Quad Cities layover facility
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VI.

Mobilization Costs (one-time expense)
There are a number of up-front expenses that would be incurred by Amtrak should any
of the route alternatives be funded. These include coach rehabilitation, personnel
recruitment and training, radio equipment, uniforms for on-board personnel, etc. A
summary of significant items is presented below:
Mobilization Costs
Chicago – Quad Cities
One Time Costs

Coach Rehabilitation
(Millions)

______Option A______
A1
A2
A3
$4.2
$4.2
$4.2

________Option B______
B1
B2
B3
$2.8
$2.8
$2.8

Number of coach cars per
train

2

2

2

1

1

1

No. of food service cars
per train

1

1

1

1

1

1

Mechanical and
Transportation Training
(Millions)

$1.05

$1.05

$1.05

$1.05

$1.05

$1.05
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Attachment 1
Forecast Results for Proposed Chicago to Quad Cities Service Options - Illinois
SUMMARIZED RIDERSHIP AND REVENUE FORECAST
ROUTE A - CHICAGO TO QUAD CITIES VIA BNSF- IAIS

Routes
New Route

Annual Totals
Baseline
Ticket
Ridership
Revenue
0

Service Summary
Chicago-Quad Cities via BNSF-IAIS
Route Miles
Projected total riders per train

$0

A1 - Current Speed**
Ticket
Ridership
Revenue
90,000

$1,925,000

Annual Increments
A2 - 60 MPH**
Ticket
Ridership
Revenue
102,700

$2,208,000

A3 - 79 MPH**
Ticket
Ridership
Revenue
110,800

$2,389,000

Round
Trips

Average
Run Time

Round
Trips

Average
Run Time

Round
Trips

Average
Run Time

2

4 hrs 00 mins.
158.6

2

3 hrs 35 mins
158.6

2

3 hrs 20 mins
158.6

62

70

76

Note 1:
** Potential service options
CUS-Quad Cities via BNSF-IAIS at current operating
Scenario A1 speed
Scenario A2 CUS-Quad Cities via BNSF-IAIS at an assumed maximum speed of 60 miles per hour.
Scenario A3 CUS-Quad Cities via BNSF-IAIS at an assumed maximum speed of 79 miles per hour.
Note 2:
Revenues presented herein do not include projected food and beverage revenues.
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Attachment 2
Forecast Results for Proposed Chicago to Quad Cities Service Options - Illinois
SUMMARIZED RIDERSHIP AND REVENUE FORECAST
ROUTE B - CHICAGO TO QUAD CITIES VIA METRA-CSXT-IAIS

Routes
New Route

Annual Totals
Baseline
Ticket
Ridership
Revenue
0

Service Summary
Chicago-Quad Cities via METRA-CSXIAIS
Route Miles
Projected total riders per train

$0

B1 - Current Speed**
Ticket
Ridership
Revenue
40,300

$881,000

Annual Increments
B2 - 60 MPH**
Ticket
Ridership
Revenue
69,900

$1,595,000

B3 - 79 MPH**
Ticket
Ridership
Revenue
84,300

$1,944,000

Round
Trips

Average
Run Time

Round
Trips

Average
Run Time

Round
Trips

Average
Run Time

2

7 hrs 05 mins.
177.5

2

5 hrs 25 mins
177.5

2

4 hrs 46 mins
177.5

28

48

58

Note 1:
** Potential service options
Scenario B1 CUS-Quad Cities via METRA-CSXT-IAIS at current operating speed
Scenario B2 CUS-Quad Cities via METRA-CSXT-IAIS at an assumed maximum speed of 60 miles per hour.
Scenario B3 CUS-Quad Cities via METRA-CSXT-IAIS at an assumed maximum speed of 79 miles per hour.
Note 2:
Revenues presented herein do not include projected food and beverage revenues.
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Attachment 3
Acronyms
ABS

-

Automatic Block Signals – On a specific section or length of track, an
arrangement of automatic signals governing each block.

BNSF

-

The Burlington Northern Santa Fe Railway Company

Cab Signals

-

Signals that are located in the engine control compartment and which
indicate track occupancy or condition. Cab signals are used in
conjunction with interlocking signals and with or in lieu of block
signals.

CN

-

Canadian National Railways

CSXT

-

CSX Transportation Company

CTC

-

Centralized Traffic Control – A term applied to a system of railroad
operation by means of which the movement of trains over routes and
through blocks on a designated section of track or tracks is directed by
signals controlled from a designated control point.

CWR

-

Continuous Welded Rail

DTC

-

Direct Traffic Control – A block or series of blocks or sections of
track where a train dispatcher authorizes track occupancy.

EJ&E

-

Elgin, Joliet & Eastern Railway Co.

FRA
Class of Track

-

Federal Railroad Administration classification of track based on
physical conditions and geometry, which determines maximum train
speeds that can be operated.

ICE

-

Iowa, Chicago, & Eastern Railroad

IAIS

-

Iowa Interstate Railroad

Ill. DOT

-

Illinois Department of Transportation

Metra

-

The Commuter Rail Division of the Regional Transportation
Authority, a division of an Illinois Municipal Corporation.

MGT

-

Million Gross Tons – A traffic density measure. The movement of
one million tons of weight, including the goods, cars, and locomotives.

TWC

-

Track Warrant Control – A method to authorize train movement to
protect men or machines on a main track within specified limits in a
territory designated by the timetable.
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EXHIBITS

Exhibit 1 – Alternative Route Map (attached)
Exhibit 2 – Ill. DOT Letter (copy attached)
Letter from Illinois Ill. DOT to Amtrak, dated February 20, 2007 requesting a
feasibility study.
Exhibit 3 - Resolutions (copies attached)
Bettendorf City Council; June 5, 2007
Bettendorf Chamber of Commerce; May 2007
Bi-State Regional Commission; June 27, 2007
City of Davenport; 2007
DavenportOne; 2007
East Moline, IL; June 18, 2007
Quad City Chamber of Commerce; 2007
City of Moline; June 5, 2007
Muscatine County Board of Supervisors; July 16, 2007
Quad City Audubon Society; June 6, 2007
Quad City Convention and Visitors Bureau; 2007
Rock Island County Board; June 19, 2007
Rock Island City Council; June 5, 2007
Scott County Board of Supervisors; July 26, 2007
Silvis City Council; 2007
Young Professionals Network of the Quad Cities; May 23, 2007
Bettendorf Chamber of Commerce; May 20,2007
Exhibit 4 – Letters of Support (copies attached)
Quad City Chamber of Commerce; 2007
Quad City government leaders
Barjan LLC; July 25, 2007
Midwest High Speed Rail Association
Quad City Development Group; August 3, 2007
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Exhibit 1 – Alternative Route Map (Copy Attached)
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Exhibit 2 – Ill. DOT Letter (Copy Attached)
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Illinois Department of Transportation
Division of Public and Intarmodal Transportation
300 Wast Adams Street I 2nd Floor I Chicago, Illinois I 60606

February 20, 2007

Mr. Roy Johanson
Vice President, Planning & Analysis
National Passenger Railroad Corporation
60 Massachusetts Avenue, NE
Washington, DC 20002
Dear Mr. Johanson:
I am writing to you regarding the proposed passenger rail service between
Chicago and the Quad cities. Specifically, I respectfully request that Amtrak
conduct a feasibility study including potential routes and associated cost
estimates, as part of the proposed re-establishment of passenger rail service
to the area. The Quad cities were last served with passenger rail service in
1978 by the former Rock Island Railroad.
Amtrak's important role in Illinois' multi-modal transportation system is
becoming even more important. This is especially true in areas without
existing passenger rail service. A feasibility study for proposed service is a
critical step and will serve as the basis for continuing discussions in the
possibilities of future expansions of passenger rail service in Illinois.
The recent increase in state funding from $12 to $24 million to increase
Amtrak service on the eXisting Illinois routes, is testament to the strong
commitment to passenger rail from Governor Rod R. Blagojevich and the
Illinois General Assembly.
Please advise if there will be any costs associated to conduct the study.
I look forward to working with you in this important transportation issue. If you
have any questions, please contact George Weber of my staff. He can be
reached at 312-793-4222.

Ja on Tai
Di ctor

cc: United States Senator Richard Durbin
United States Representative Phil Hare
Mr. Alexander Kummant - Amtrak

Mr. Joe McHugh - Amtrak
Mr. Gil Mallery - Amtrak
Mr. Mike Franke - Amtrak '-""'

Exhibit 4 - Resolutions (Qmies Attached)

..

-.~

•..

RESOLUTION NO. 116-07

WHEREAS, the federal govemment is giving strong consideration to the
eKpansion of na1ional passEmger rail· service as a viable means of safe and efficient
transportation, and;
WHEREAS, the Stale ofTIlinois has contriQuted subsllllItilll investment to expand
the operation and capital expenses associated with passEmger rail service, making TIlinois
the tA la:cgest state supporter ofintercity passenger rail service in 2006, and;
WHEREAS, Amtrak has experienced asubstmtial increase in the amount of
passenger traffic along eristing routes in the State ofTIlinois, and;
WHEREAS, the State ofTIlinois is eXploring the expansion ofpassenger rail
service, including afeasibility study being conducted by Amtrak to &amine the
. implementation ofpassenger rail service
., between Chicago and the Quad Cities, and;

,

WIiEREAS, the implementatiOn of passengenail service between the Quad
Cities and Chicago has been identified'as a regional priority by the TIlinois Quad City
Chamber of Commerce's economic growth stIategy, Blueprint 2010, and;
WHEREAS, passenger rail service from the Quad Cities to Chicago will provide
an important transportation connection and allow for economic and quality oflife
benefits for the Quad Cities, llIld,

.

WHEREAS, the Quad Cities Passenger Rail Coalition was created to serve as an
advocacy group representing the Quad City region to promote the implemen1ation of
passenger rail service between the Quad Cities and Chicago, now therefore
NOW 1HEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED 1hatthe BettendOJ:f City Council hereby
supports the implemen1ation ofpassEmger rail service between the Quad Cities and
Chicago, and
.
.
LET IT BE FURT.HERRESOLVED that the BetlendorfCity COllllcil encourages
area residems to advocate their support for passenger rail by j Dining the Quad Cities
.
Passenger Rail Coalition.

PASSED, APPROVED AND ADOPTED this Slk day of J

City ClerkDeckerP. Ploelm

••
•

Resolution of Support
..-..... '\
"..'--.
..t

,

Whereas, the federal government is giving strong consideration to the expansion
of national passenger rail service as a viable means of safely and efficiently moving
people via iill AMTRAK system, and
.
.

Whereas, the State ofDIinois has contributed substantial investment to augment
the operation and capital expenses associated with this contemplated expansion, and

.Whereas, in light of this investment there has been a substantial increase in the
amount of passenger traffic along existing lines, and

Whereas, the extension ofhigher-speed passenger rail service between the
Chicago metro area and other locations
., . in the state is being considered there, and

,,

Whereas, studies have shown that a high~speed passenger rail connection to the
Quad Cities would be the most economical extension of said service as well
route moSt likely to attract the most passengers, and

as the

Whereas, an advocacy grOup known as QC Rail has been established to "advocate

.

on behalf of such a connection,

BE IT RESOLYED, that the Bettendorf Chamber of Commerce supports
wholeheartedly the concept of high-speed passenger rail. service between Chicago and
the Quad Cities; and
.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLYED, tli.at it encourages all citizens and
interested parties in indicate their support for this effort by joining the QC Rail
Coalition.
"
..

APPROVED THIS DAY, MAY 16, 2007; by the Board of Directors
Bettendorf Chamber of Commerce

Kim Guy, Chairman of the Board

ofth~ " •
••
"<

Scott Tunnicliff, President/CEO

r~·l

Bi-state

. Regional Commission

.

Serving Iacal governments in Muscatine and ~ CaurT!les, Iowa;
Henry, Men:er and Rod< Island Counties. Ilnnois.
OFRCERS:
ClWR
DJakO'BrI.n

_F_
V1cs-awR

....

.RESOLUTION
SUPPORTING:PASSENGER RAn.. SERVICE

TomSECRED\RY
......_

"TREASURER

-

.",...-""''''0_

"";.... IlUNlCIPAL. REPRESENrAT1VES:
. ':-

Ed WIftbom. tayor

WHEREAS, the. federal gove=en1 is giving strong consideration to the
expansion of national passenger nril service as a viable means of safe and efficient
transportation; and
.
..
.

Brian DIU!la,~

.... VaR.C-.

City at ROde Island

Mllric W.S~ lb:y«
ChuakAuadn,. Counc:iIn-.n

WHEREAS, the State of lliinois has cOntributed substantial investment to expand
the operation and capit,al expenses associated with passenger rail service;· and

C11y 01 MolIne
Dan WeMI.t, Mayor

IWnt BreeoMr.AIliarman
of a.u.ndorf
..... City
F_
_
CIty d e..t MaIiM
John l'bada.. ~

CIty"'..PI"" 0'IIri0n,_
Clyat~
an-T~Maycr

C1ty at stIviI: \IIs.g. of

"

'I

I

.

WHEREAS, A:fntrak his ·experienced a substantial increase· in the amount of
passenger traffic; and .
WHEREAS, the States oflliinois and Iowa are exploring the expansion of
passenger nril service, including a feasibility study being conducted by Amttak to
examine the implementation of passenger nril service between. Chicago.and the Quad
Cities (with eventual service to Iowa City and Des Moines); and
-

-..... camon CII1I.

CoImva. Hampton,
HDIId_, Mn.n, OU Glun,

Coal Valley,

,
Pert Byran, and Rapids City
'\ !<eft WUn-na,IMyor, Cartlon CIiIt'

G.Iva.

CllieI of AIeOo. ~,.,
~ Via.g. otAJpha,
Al1daYV.A!kNan, ~
Naw 8ostDn. Orton; ShBnwd.,
ViaIII, Wtrmar, and VoobodhuI'

""""'

,. , .

-

_ _c.a..
..- .

em. at BkMt GIaa, 8ufflI6o.

_lBCIUo.

""'" GI-.
""'Pl'inc8tan.
~ w.katt,
w-t 1.n-ty, and WIIon
V-rnon Sprinw. 1Myar. L.aClaA
COUNTYREPRESE1ITATJVES:
H. .ryCounty
Tom ffIotMMan, ChairmBn
JoA~H~~

PIIt~.

WHEREAS, the implementation of passenger rail service between the Quad
Cities and Chicago has been identi:fied as a transportation priority by the
Bi-State Regional COlllIIlission in the Quad City Area Long Range TransportltionJ'lans
since 1995; and
.
WHEREAS, passenger nrilservice from the Quad Cities to OJicago will provide
an impOrtant transportation connection and allow for economic and quality of life
benefits for the Quad Cities; and

-

WHEREA~,

a passenger nril coalition was created to serve as an~vocacy group
representing the Quad City region to promote the implementation ofpas. .nril
service between. the Quad Cities and Chicago;
.
.. "
"

MerntI.-

-County
Ton Haria, Chairman
Mus::dne Cow1ty

K.. KeOy', Chair

...-,,--

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that theBi-State Regional Commission
hereby supports the·implementation of passenger nril service between the Qnad Cities
and Chicago; and

Rod( Island County
Jim Bonr-Jc, Channan
John MaMk. Member

Member
Ellzat.d'l s~ Cllian
Tom

R_~I,

, ScottCountv
Tom Sundelbruoh. Vice Chail
Chn. GalUft., Member

L.any MtMnt. M-mtIer
eaa..Ranget. CiIiDrt
PROGRAM. IS I £CE£IAilVES:

LET IT BE FURTHER RESOLVED that the Bi-State Regional Commission
encourages area residents to advocate their support for passengernril and the Quad City
Area Long Range Transportation Plan by joining the Quad Cities Passenger Rail
Coalition.
PASSED, APPROVED AND ADOPTED this 27th day OfJ~~

CDd;;,- .:.

c.n_

RMphH.H~

,.,...... u.wr.nl;eO

Chair; DickD~Brien,

JinI·Tanlc:
RDryWahbum,
TIm WIDdn:aort'

Tltornaa.A. 'MlsDft·

~.,

~,OlntCtDr

Dem-,Bulat,

1504.ThirdAvenue; P.O. Box 336B, Rock'lsland; lllinois~ 612Q4;.3368-"
Phone·(309) 793-$300. Fax (309) 793-$305
E-mail: info@bistateonline;org· Website: WMII.bistateonline;org.

,j',;,

Q[:itp of ilBabenport, )ohla
RESOLUTION
WhereaS:

The federal government is giving strong cooside..ttion to t1ie expansion ofnational
passenger rail service as a. viable
of safe and efficient transportalion; and

Whereas:

The State ofDlinois has contributed substantial investment to expand the operation and
capitU expenses associates ~th ·passenger rail service, making Dlinois .the 2'" largest state
supporter of intercity pasSeDger Iail·servi in 2006; and

means

ce

.)

Whereas:

Amtrak. has experienced a. substantial increase in the amount of passenger traffic along
existing routes in the State of lllinois; and

Whereas:

The State of Dlinois is exploring the- expansion of passenger r.W. service, wcluding a.
feasibility study being conducted by Amtrak. to examine the implementation of passCnger
.r.W. service between Chicago and the Quad Cities; and
.

Whereas:

The implementation of passenger rail·service between the Quad Cities· and Chicago has
been identified as a. regional priority by the Dlinois Quad City Chamber of Commerce's
economic growth strategy, Blueprint 20101; and

'<

Whereas:

• Passenger rail service from the Quad Cities to Chicago will provide an important .
transportaJion connection and allow for economic and quality of life benefil5 for the
Quad Cities; and
.

Whereas:

The Quad Cities Passeni!=r Rail Coalition was c:rea1ed to serve as an advo~grQUP
representing the Quad City region to promote the implementation of pass~r.uL
seIVice between the Quad Cities and Chicago.
-

Now, Therefore, We, Edwin G. Wmborn, Mayor, and the City Council of the·City of Davenport,
IoWa hereby supports the implementation of passenger r.W. service between the Quad Cities and Chicago
and encourages area residents to advocate their suj'port for passenger rail byjoining the Quad Cities
Passenger Rail Coalition.
.

Edwin Go Wmbom:;.Mayor.

~ne
CMmber of Commerce· Economic Developmenr • Downtown Partnership

RESOLUTION SUPPORTING PASSENGER RAIL
Whereas, the federal gove=ent is giving strong consideration to the expansion of
national passenger rail service as a viable means of safe and efficient transportation, and;
Whereas, the State of Illinois has contributed substantial investment to expand the
operation and capital expenses associated with passenger rail service, making Illinois the
2 nd largest state supporter of intercity passeng.er rail service in 2006, and;
Whereas, Illinois and Iowa are exploring the expansion of passenger rail service,
including a feasibility study being conducted by Amtrak to examine the implementation
of passenger rail service between Chicago and the Quad Cities, Quad Cities and Iowa
CitylDes Moines and;
Whereas, the Quad Cities Passenger Rail Coalition was created to serve as an advocacy
group representing the Quad City region to promote the implementation of passenger rail
service between the Quad Cities and Chicago, and
Whereas, the implementation of passenger rail service between the Quad Cities and
Chicago will allow for great economic and quality of life benefits for the over 400,000
residents in the Iowa and Illinois Quad Cities, now therefore
Let it be resolved that DavenportOne hereby supports the implementation of passenger
rail service between the Quad Cities and Chicago, and
Let it be further resolved that D<i.venportOne encourages its members and area residents
to advocate their support for passenger rail by joining the Quad Cities Passenger Rail
Coalition.

of the Board

130 W. 2nd Street. Davenport, Iowa 52801. ph. 563.322.1706· faJ" 563.322.7804. www.davenportone.com

RESOLUTION OI'1'HII, ClT\' COWen. OFTJD: ClTl:' OF EAST MOLINK,
lLUNOIS. TO SlIl')'01U'THE JMPLEMENTATIONOF PASSENGEItllAIL
8111.V1CEllETWElN THE QUAI> aTJES AlIID CHICAGO
WHEREAS, 1M fodetlll gov.mmont i5 giviug 'trOlli coD.idcntlillll tOlhe
oxpacaian oinalicllal pASsengorrail
as viahlo 01.... of sare and .f1icielll
Inlll",Ol1alloll, alUi

,.m•• a

WHEREAS, Ih. Sial. ofIllinois h.. ~omribulO4..bstantilllinVOSll1l0ll1 to expllI\d
the opmlion llIld CllPital "'l'01l£llS 3JSQcialcd with pIWl=ilor roil serI'OO, nwJ(ing DUnoill
the 2"; IlllllOll' £tAl> .1?porter ofintercity ~"'=Il"l nlil ..rvio. in iOO6, 'nd

•....

WIlEREAS., 'untrak hal ••p.r'.need a ,ub.t>ntiaJ incn:ao. in the "/\OOlll of
pas.ritisor tr~ alonlla.isting roull:S in the StAle orDiinois, and

WIlEREAS. Ih~ StllO of IIUnoto I, exploring tha ..p"";oo of paslO'l'" rail
'llrViee. including a J...lbilltY'/llldy.bo!ng condnct.d by AmlrlIk to CXllDtiD.lbe
impl.me'\laCon of pill'angIlT raiI·,arvi.. betwccll Chicaao lDd.lIlo QUlI4 Clt,e.. >nd
v\llEJU:AS, Ihe Implementation ofp.nengor roil servio. b.,,,,... lh. Quad
CiUcslDd Chicllgo hoI boonldontifiod as a mgional priority by tho lIlinoi. Quad City
Chll\llber ofClllnmll1to'. <OonomiOl:"'wthswmgy,.l3lueprint 20\0, and
",

WHEIlEAS. pOISOIlger rail servica froIIllhe Quad Citi.. to Chicago will ptCvi~
an iro;>ortaDt .'iWpotlation .0ODcolionand allow for eotInomi. and qlllUIl/ (,fllf.
b....flt. t'orlbe Qoali :itiel. and

'.,
)

""

WlJEREAS, lb. Quad Chi"" POlSonse, "Rall Coalition was crcatod to "!lTVC . . IIl1
allvo..ey group rcpr='OIl11n, tho Quad elly r.gion t. promol' the implc:mcnUllion of
pass-_aot rall service b.m.... tho QIllld Cities ",d Chic_lID,'

.NOW. TBEJU:FORE.BEIT IlESOLVED IIY TllEMAYOJl.A.'1DaI'Y
COUNCIl. OF"THE CITY OF EAST MOLINE, ILLINOIS; .. rouow~ .
.1 . Thet the Ell,t ~Iin. Oly Cooru:il hereby SUJlllOrlS thoin,plemmlution of
pulllDgCr rail service bt:lwceo the QUad Cities and Chicago; and

2. That th. E.st M<lll". Clly CoonciI =UI11g.. .",. roaidlOl" 10 advocll!C their
suppolt forp.....gOl' rail by joining thl: QUIld Cilir;s PW01lget IWI Coa/IUon,
,"

~

.-~

ATIEST:

ll)l C10rk oitho CIl)' .,!
Ellil Molin.. nIincia

.

',

>~~

..

.oUadCity

Chamber
of Commerce

Passenger RairResolution
WHEREAS, the federal government is giving strong consideration to the expansion of
national passenger rail servIce as a viable means of safe and efficient transportation; and
WHEREAS, ·the State ofIDinois has contributed substantial investment to expand the
operation and capital expenses associated with passenger rail seivice, making illinois the
nd
2 largest state supporter of interciiIY passepger rail service in 2006; and
<I

~

:0

•

~

.:

WHEREAS, Amtrak has e~eriencr1id a suBstanti~'increas~. in the amount ofpassenger
traffic along e~rout'the ~te o~ljnoi~and,l

.....'~

.;~

~.

,~

.@

A~

~~.. nl:l:",·· '",< 19.~g
'il\'i t~~
w. . f'"
rail servIce,.
:
WHEREAS
. ,.!t State'~",,~iS1Si.~
~~!,,~on o,yassenger
including a feaSiQility ~ ~ ¢tiiid~d;~Amtp;k to ",""mine the implementation
of
. . . . :. _----.:,1:;,-;~!t.;. :;::.!'-,.:...; :~-::.:;.. ;=-~~ !:.~~ ;;..¥:t....... •k"'':;<
~i . an
.....~
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WHEREAS, .the implementation of pass
Chicago will allow for great economic and
residents in the illinois and Iowa Quad Cities; and
WHEREAS, passenger rail servil;e from Chicago will provide an lID .. - ~
p~on
connection in.the Quad Cities willi the possibility of extending future routes into Io~a; ",
and
"

WHEREAS; the Quad Cities Passenger Rail Coalition was created to serve as an
advocacy group representing the Quad City region to promote the implementation of
passenger rail service between the Quad Cities and Chicago.
NOW, TIiEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board ofDirectors of the illinois Quad
City.Chamber of Commerce in Moline, illinois, that the Board expresses its support for
the implementation of passenger rail service between the.Quad. Cities and Chicago.
BE IT FURTIiER RESOLVEDtbatthe·illinois Quad-City ChamberofCommercC'
encourages members and·area.residentsto advocate·theirsupport·forpassengerrail by
joining.the-Quad Cities Passenger Rail Coalition;
•

62219th Street.Moline, IL ::Ii·Phone: (309)

757~5416 ill Fax:

(309) 757-5435aWww.quadcitychamber.com

~ponsor:

_
A.RESOLUilON

SUPPORTING

ENCOURAGING

. the implementlrtloo ofpassengcrI1lil iervice between the Quad Citle'l and
Chicago. and

areamidenls to advocate theil' sllppon for passent:enail by jOjni~·lhe Quad
Cities Passenger Rail Coalition.

WHEREAS, the fedetJlJ govemmallt is giving strong· considetlltion to the expansion of riatlooai passenger rail
service as a viable means of safe and efficienllT8llSpOl'!8llon, and;
WHEREAS, the Sizto oflllinois haHonm'b4ted subslalrtiai in=ttncnt to expand the opo."lll:lon and capital
expenses associated with passenger rail service, m.akitlg Illinois the 2""largest Sf3te supporter of intercity pa!senger rail
service in 2006, and;~l
WHEREAS, Amttak has elCptlriencea ,a substantial
i!lllrease :n.the amouni .ofpllSSenfper traffic along existing·
.
routes in the Slatll of JlIinoi~ and;
:
WHEREAS, the Stale oflJlinols is cxPloringtbe expansioo ofplISSenger raiI ~e:vice, including a feasibility
study being conduered by Amtrak 10 examine the implementation of pllSSen&er rail service between Chicago and 1I1e
Quad CIties, SlId;
'.
. WHEREAS; the implcmcntatinn of passenger rail service bet'N«l'I the Quad CIties and ChlcilgQ has been
ideotlflcd as· a regiimal priority by the TIlinoi' Quad City Chamber of Commerce's aconemic growth siraIeg,y. Bl!l"prlm
2010, and;
.
WHEREAS, passenger rail service from the Quad Cities to Chicago will provl~
connection and allow for eeanomic and.quallty afllfc beneilts for ill. Quad Cities, and;

:Ill

impmtmttnwpornltion·

. WHEREAS. the Quad Cities Passenger Ral! Coalition was created to serve a.! an advocacy group rcprcsenting
the Quad Cil)'· region 10 promote the Implementation of passenger rail service hetWee:l the Quad Cities and Chi~o.
NOW, THEREFORE, Be [T RESOLYEO BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF 11iE CITY OF MOLINE. ILLlNors"ai
fallows:
That 1I1eMoilne City Council hereby supports the implementa1lon of passenger rail servi~'ci9n :he,Quad
Cities and C h i e a g o . : '
./ .-:"1:.,..:.• :::~:
:..
~~ . ..... :.~. ~~ :..:... ~ ~ .
'BE IT FURTI:lER RESOLVEO that the Maline City Council encourages an<l residents to a#;![i~ their~~;fOf .
pll5sengarrBiI by joining tho Quad Cities Passenger Rail Coalition.
.j .:-: -:. - .. •

-:

JuneS, 2007
Dale

Passed; Jun" 5, 2007

.. ,

RESOLUTION#O~1~01~1

SUPPORTING PASSENGER RAIL SERVICE
WHEREAS. the federal government is giving strong consideration to the expansion of
national passenger rail service as a viable means of safe and efficient transportation; and

WHEREAS, the state of illinois has contributed'· substantiaL investment to expand the
op=tion and capital elqlCDSes associated with ,Passenger rail service; and

WHEREAS, Amtrak has experienced a substantial increase in !he amount of passenger
ltaffic;and

WHEREAS, the States of illinois and Iowa are c.tploring the c."Cpansion ofpassenger rail
service, including a feasibility stUdy being conducted by Amtrak to examine the
implementation of passenger rail serv.,ice
Chicago and the Quad Cities (with
, between
.
eventual service to Iowa City and Des Moines); and .
.
-

WHEREAS, passenger rail service from the Quad Cities to Chicago will provide

an

important transportation connection and allow for economic and quality of life be:xtefits
for the entire area; and
"

WHEREAS, a passenger rail coalition was created to serve as an advocacy ~up
representing the Quad City region to promote the implementation of passenger: rail
service between the Quad Cities and Chicago;
-

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT HEREBY RESOLVED that the Muscatine County Board of
Supervisop;- supports the implementation of passenger rail service between the, Quad
Cities and Chicago; and
-

LET IT BE FURTHER. RESOLYEO that the Muscatine County Board of Supervisors
encourages area residents -to advocate their support for. passenger rail and the QUad City
Area Long Range Transportation Plan by joining the Quad Cities Passenger.Rail
Coalition.

~

-:.

.~

..

-:. ....

"•

PASSED AND APPROVED this 16ili day ofJuly, 2001.

ATtEST:

ci!:J.t;aM
:;A. Soule; Auditor

-

K.as Kelly; Chair
Muscatine County Board-of-Sup

,

sors-

Quad City Audubon Society
Resolution in Support of Passenger Rail between Chicago and the Quad Cities
Adopted June 6, 2007

Whereas there exist significant cultural, educational, recreational, and business reasons
for travel between Chicago and the Quad Cities,
Whereas carbon dioxide emissions from private vehicles in the United States account for
a significant percentage of world wide greenhouse gas emissions that contribute to global
warrrung,
Whereas global warming is already having a negative impact on wildlife populations
including bird populations in North America and elsewhere on the planet,
Whereas global warming ultimately threatens to alter wildlife habitat and ecosystems
beyond the capacity of wildlife to adapt,
Whereas protection of wildlife-sustaining habitat is integral to the Mission of the Quad
City Audubon Society,
Whereas passenger rail transportation between the Quad Cities and Chicago would
reduce the amount of automobile traffic and consequently reduce carbon dioxide
emissions which contribute to global warming,
Therefore be it resolved that the Quad City Audubon Society supports the development
and implementation of passenger rail between the Quad Cities and Chicago.

Whereas, the federal govenunent is giving strong consideration to the expansion of
national passenger rail service as a viable means of safe and efficient transportation, and;
Whereas, the State of illinois has contributed substantial investment to expand the
operation and capital expenses associated with passenger rail service, making Illinois the
nd
2 largest state supporter of intercity passenger rail service in 2006, and;
Whereas, Illinois and Iowa are exploring the expansion of passenger rail service,
including a feasibility study being conducted by Amtrak to examine the implementation
of passenger rail service between Chicago and the Quad Cities, Quad Cities and Iowa
City/Des Moines, and;
Whereas, the Quad Cities Passenger Rail Coalition was created to serve as an advocacy
group representing the Quad City region to promote the implementation of passenger rail
service between the Quad Cities and Chicago, and;
Whereas, the Quad Cities is a frequent tourist destination with over I million visitors
annually. Centrally located, the Quad Cities is at the crossroads of several major
interstates (1-80, 1-74, 1-88), provides access to the Mississippi River, and the Quad
City International Airport (lliinois' 3m largest airport) continues to experience
record-setting passenger rates, and;
Whereas, the implementation of passenger rail service between the Quad Cities and
Chicago will allow for great economic and quality of life benefits for the over 400,000
residents in the Iowa and illinois Quad Cities, now therefore
Let it be resolved that the Quad City Convention and Visitors Bureau hereby supports the
implementation of passenger rail service between the Quad Cities and Chicago, and
Let it be further resolved that Quad City Convention and Visitors Bureau encourages its
members and area residents to advocate their support for passenger rail by joining the
Quad Cities Passenger Rail Coalition.

Joe
lor
President/CEO
Quad City Convention and Visitors Bureau

Rock Island County Board.
RESOLUTION
Re: Supporting Passenger Rail Service

WHEREAS, the federal government is giving strong consideration to the expansion of national passenger rail
service as a viable means of safe and efficient transportation, and;
WHEREAS, the State ofTIlinois has contributed substaniliu investment to expand the operation and capital
expenses associated with passenger rail service, making Illinois the 2nd largest state supporter of intercity
passenger rail service in 2006, and;

WHEREAS, Amtrak has experienced a substantial jncrease in the amount of passenger traffic along existing
routes in the Stateoflliinois, and;

.
,,".

WHEREAS, the State oflliinois is exploring the expansion ofpassenger rail service, including a feasibility
study being conducted by Amtrak to examine~e implementation ofpassenger rail service between Chicago
,
and the Quad Cities, and;

WHEREAS, the implementation ofpassenger rail service between the Quad Cities and Chicago has been
identified as a regional priority by the Illinois Quad City Chamber ofCo=erce's economic growth strategy,
Blueprint 2010, and;

.

WHEREAS, passenger rail service from the Quad Cities to Chicago will provide
•. :-.......

an important transportation

connection and allow for great economic and quality of life benefits for .the Quad Cities, and;
.
.
... ' WHEREAS, the Quad Cities Passenger Rail Coalition was created to serve as an advocacy group representing.
) the Quad City region to promote the implementation ofpassenger rail service between the Quad Cities and
Chicago.
.
.
:\

NOW THEREFORE, BE rrRESOLVEDthatthe Rock Island County Board hereby supports the
implementation ofpassenger rail service between the Quad Cities and Chicago, and
BE FURlHERRESOL VB» that the Rock Island County Board encourages area residents to adv9cate their
~ .
support for passenger rail by joining the Ql@l! Cities Passenger Rail Coalition.
~::.

Done in Open'Meeting this ~ day of June. 2007

'. ,

James E. Bohnsack, County Board Chairman

Richard ''Dick'' Leibovitz,
JEB/sc

Clerk

:~

\

Resolution No. 22-2007
Whereas, the federal government is giving strong consideration to the expansion of national
passenger rail service as a viable means of safe and efficient transportation, and;
Whereas, the State of Illinois has contributed substantial investment to expand the operation
and capital expenses associated with passenger rail service, making Illinois the second largest
state supporter of intercity passenger rail service 'in 2006, and;
Whereas, Amtrak has experienced a substantial increase'in the amount of passenger traffic
along ~xisting routes in the State of Illinois, and;
Whereas, the State of Illinois is exploring the expansion of passenger rail service, including a
feasibility study being conducted by Amtrak to examine the implementation of passenger rail
service between Chicago and the Qupd Gties, ~nd;
Whereas, the implem~ntation of pass,enger rail service between the Quad Cities and Chicago
has been identified as a regional priority by the Illinois Quad City Chamber of Commerce's
economic groWth strategy, Blueprint 2010, and;
'.

Whereas, passenger rail service from the Quad Cities to Chicago will prOVide an imp.0i:!ant
transportation connection and allow for economic and quality of life benefits for the Quad
Cities, and;
Whereas, the'Quad Cities Passenger Hail Coalition was created to serve as an advocacy group
representing the Quad City region to promote the implementation of passenger rail service
between the Quad Cities and Chicago, now therefore
Let it be resolved that the Hock island City Council hereby supports the implementation of'
passenger rail service between the Quad Cities and Chicago, and
Let it be further resolved that the Hock island Oty Council encourages area residents to
advocate their support for passenger rail by joi,njog the Quad Cities Passenger Hail C«aimon.
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MAYOR OF THE CJTY OF HOCK ISLAND

PASSED:
APPROVED:
ATIE5T:

, June 4, 2007
Jun~

AYES: Alderman

5, 2007,
i

~--'----_"":'--~

Cm' CLERK

Brooks
Conroy
Pauley
Tollenaer
Mejia-Caraballo
Murpby
Austin

NAYS: NONE

•m: I..UUNTY AUDITOR'S SlGNAWRE CERTIFIEs
lHAT1MIS RESOWTlDN HAS BEEN FORMALLY
APPROVED BY TIlE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS ON
,

.

DATE

.... , ,

SCOTT COUNTY AUDITOR

RESOLUTION
SCOTT COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
JULY 26, 2007 .
SUPPORT FOR THE IMPLEMEM;'A110NOFPASSENGER RAIL SERVICE
" BETWEEN THE QUAD CITIES AND CHICAGO
Whereas, the federal government is ~iving strong consideration to the expansion of national
passenger rail service as a viable means of safe and effldent transportation, and;
,
_ ,

J

..

Whereas, the state of Illinois has contributed substantial Investment to expand the operation
and capital expenses associated wit:h passenger rail service,' making IUlnois the 2nd largest state
supporter of int:erdl:y passenger rail service in 2006, and;
,
"
Whereas, Amtrak has experienced a substantlal,lnaease In the amount of passenger ~fffc
along existing routes in the State of Illinois, and;
,
, '
,

"

. '\

Whereas, the State of Illinois is exploring the expansion of passenger rail service, indudlng a
feasibility, study befng conducted by Amtrak to examine the Implementation of passenger rail
service between OJlcago and the Quad Ot:les, and;
Whereas, passenger rail service'from OJicago will provide an Important transportation
connection in the Quad, Olies with the possibility of ext:endlng future routes into Iowa, and; ,
Whereas, the implementat:lon of passenger rail service between the Quad Qt:ies and OJicago will'
allow for great economic and quality of life benetit:s for the over 400,000 residents in the Iowa
and Illinois Quad Oties, and;
,
:

Whereas, the Quad QlIes Passenger Rail Coallt:lon'was created to serve as an advocacy !i~P,
representing the Quad Oty· region td'promote the, implementation of passenger-rail service-'~
between the Quad Ctles and OJicager. now therefore
'~

BE IT RESOLVED BY the SocII: County Board of Supervisors as follows:
Section 1.

That the Sooll: County Board of Supervisors, hereby supports the implementat:lon
of passenger rail service between the Quad Ot:les and OJicago, and encourages,
area residents to advocate their support for passenger rail by joining ,the Quad:
Otles Passenger-RaU,Coallt:lon:

Section 2;

Thls.resolutlorr shall take'effi!c:l:immedlateJy.

',-

'~

\ >

•

1:21 ll* SI=t
SUm, IT. 61:282

RESOLUTION 2007-

Whereas, the federal government is giving strong consideration to the expansion of
national. passenger rail service as a viable: means of safe and efficient transportation, and;
Whereas, the State of illinois has contributed
substantial investIIient
to expand the
,
.
operation and capital ex:penses associated with passenger rail service, makinglllinois the
nd
2 largest state supporter of intercitY passenger rail service in 2006, and;
Whereas, Amtrak has experienced a substantial increase in the amount of passenger
traffic along existing routes in the State.ofillinois, and; .
Whereas, the State of illinois is exploring the expansion of passenger rail servicei. '
including a feasibility study being conducted by Amtrak to examine the implementation
of passenger rail service between Clllcago and the Quad Cities, and;
;,

Whereas, the implementation ofpassenger rail service between the Quad Cities and,
Chicago has been identified as a regional priority by the illinois Quad City Chamber of
Co=erce's economic growth strategy,-Bluepri:ilt 2010, and;
.
Whereas, passenger rail service from the Quad Cities to Chicilgo will provide an
important transportation connection and'allow for economic and quality of life benefits
..
for the Quad Cities, and;
;;:

.

Whereas, the Quad Cities Passenger Rail coalition was created to serve as an advo~y ,
group representing the Quad CityTegion to promote the implementation of passengeiirail "
service between the Quad Cities and Chicago, now therefore
'
Let it be resolved that ,the .:s;,,:.VIS.
City Council 'hereby supports the
implementation of passenger rail service between the Quad Cities and Chicago, and
Let it be further resolved that the SILVIS
City Council encourages area
residents to advocate their support for passenger rail by joining the Quad Cities Passenger
Rail Coalition.

,

,£

, City of

y2;} ~

SilviS~

young professionol.s network
<:1'tloO:$

TIN Resolution Supporting Passenger Rail
Whereas, the federal gove=ent is giving strong consideration to the expansion of
national passenger rail service as a viable meai)s of safe and efficient transportation, and;
Whereas, the State of illinois has contributed substantial investment to expand the
operation and capital expenses associated with passenger rail service, making illinois the
nd
2 largest state supporter of intercity passenger rail seivice in 2006, and;
Whereas, Amtrakhas experienced a subitantial increase in the amount of passenger
traffic along existing routes in the State ofillinois, and;
Whereas, the State of illinois is eX#oring the expansion ofpassenger rail service,
including a feasibility study being cqnducted by Amtrak to examine the implementation
of passenger rail service between Chicago and the Quad Cities, and;
Whereas, the implementation ofpassenger rail service between the Quad Cities and
Chicago has been identified as a'regional priority by the illinois Quad City Chaplber of
Commerce's economic growth strategy, Blueprint 2010, and;
.
",

'\

. . . .I

Whereas, passenger rail service from the Quad Citiesto Chicago will provide an
important transportation connection and allow for economic and quality of life benefits
for the Quad Cities, and;
Whereas, the economic and quality of life benefits from passenger rail service will
enhance the efforts to attract and retain young professionals in the Quad Cities, and;
Whereas, the Quad Cities Passenger Rail Coalition was created to serve as an advocacy
group representing the Quad City region to promote the implementation ofpasseJ;lger rail
service between the Quad CitieS:and Chicago,.now therefore
~ Let it be resolved that the Young Professionals Network: of the Quad Cities hereby"
supports the implementation of passenger rail service between the Quad Cities and
Chicago, and
Let it be further resolved that the Young Professionals Network of the Quad Cities
encourages members and area young professionals to advocate their support for
passenger rail by joining the Quad Cities Passenger Rail Coalition.
Approved by the YPN Creative COunC~tD~
,J
'" .

-

.....J...--.---/
I.

PiruhRUm1er; Director'
Younglrofessionals Networkoft e Quad.Cities

•• •

Resolution of Support

Whereas, the federalgovemrnent is giving strong consideration to the expansion
of national passenger rail service as a viable means of safely and efficiently moving
people via its AMTRAK system. and

Whereas, the State ofIllinois has contributed substantial investment to augment
the operation and capital expenses associated with this contemplated expansion, and

Whereas, in light of this investment there has been a substantial increase in the
amount of passenger traffic along existing Jines, and

Whereas, the extension of higher-speed passenger rail selvice between the
Chicago metro area and other locations in the state is being considered there. and

Whereas, studies have sown that a high-speed passenger rail cOMection to the
Quad Cities would be the most economical extension of said service as well as the
route most likely to attract the most passengers, and

Whereas, an advocacy group known as QC Rail has been established to advocate
on behalf of such a connection.

BE IT RESOLVED, that the Bettendorf Chamber of Commerce supports
wholeheartedly the concept of high-speed passenger rail service between Chicago and
the Quad Cities, and
i
•

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that it encourages all citizens and
interested parties in indicate their support for this effort by joining the QC Rail
Coalition.
APPROVED THIS DAY• MAY ZO, 2007. by tbe Board of Directon of the
Bettendorf Chamber of Commerce

fthe Board

Exhibit 5 - Letters of SUQPort (Q!pies Attached)
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oUadCity

Chamber
of Commerce

Passenger RailResolution
WHEREAS, the federal government is giving strong consideration to the expansion of
national passenger rail service as a viabl~ means of safe and efficient transportation; and
WHEREAS, the State ofTIlinois has con1ributedsubstantial investment to expand the
operation and capital expenses associated with passenger rail ser'vice, making Illinois the
nd
2 largest state supporter of interci~ passep.ger rail service in 2006; and
~
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WHEREAS, Amtrak has e~eriencl?d a sulistantial!increas~ in the amount ofpassenger
traffic along exi~rout~the ~te o~ljnoj#and
"
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WHEREAS, 'tI:i:\i.. Stateifitmiii~~ isi,.~lo.~g ~~on o~.~senger rail service, ,
including a feaSitrility stmll ~ <1i1jdii@;cL~.AmtIiiik to Jmine the implementation

of
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WHEREAS,.the implementation ofpass
Chicago will allow for great economic and
residents in the Illinois and Iowa Quad Cities; and
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e Quad Cities and,/'
e over 400 g.elf
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mi_t~on

WHEREAS, passenger rail servil;e from Chicago will provide a:n
connection in ,the Quad Cities wi~ the possibility of extending future routes into Io~a;
and
. ,

",

WHEREAS; the Quad Cities Passenger Rail Coalition was created to serve as an
advocacy group representing the Quad City region to promote the implementation of
passenger rail service between the Quad Cities and Chicago.
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board ofDirectors of the Illinois Quad
City.Chamber of Co=erce in Moline, illinois, that the Board expresses its support for
the implementation of passenger rail service between the.Quad Cities and Chicago.
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVEDthatthe illinois QuadCity Chamber ofCommerce'
encourages members and·arearesidents.to advocate'theirsupport'forpassengerrail by
joining.theQuad.Cities Passenger Rail Co~tion;

62219th StreetaMoline, IL iaiPhone: (309) 757~5416 II>Fax: (309) 757-5435.Www.quadcitychamber:com.

~

OuadCity

Chamber
oICo""",""

Support for Passenger Rail in the Quad Cities
Over 1100 area individuals have joined the Quad Cities Passenger Rail Coalition since May 2007. The
majority of coalition members are residents from the Illinois and Iowa Quad City region and the Chicago
metro area. QC Rail has even received the attention of residents in Pennsylvania, Virginia, Oregon,
Colorado, Missouri, Minnesota, Florida, and Wisconsin who would like to see the Quad Cities have
passenger rail connection with Chicago.
In addition, the following organizations have adopted resolutions supporting passenger rail between the
Quad Cities and Chicago:
Groups/Organizations
•
•

BaIjan, LLC
Bettendorf Chamber of Commerce

•
•
•
•
•
•

Bettendorf City Council
Bi-State Regional Commission
Davenport City Council
East Moline City Council
Illinois Quad City Chamber of Commerce
Midwest High Speed Rail Association

•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Moline City Council
Muscatine County Board of Supervisors
Quad City Development Group
Quad Cities Convention and Visitors Bureau
Rock Island City Council
Rock Island County Board
Scott County Board of Supervisors
Silvis City Council
Young Professionals Network (YPN) of the
Quad Cities

•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Local Elected Officials
Rock Island County Chairman, Jim Bohnsack
-.Scott County Chairman, James Hancock
Mayor of Bettendorf, Mike Freemire
Mayor of Davenport, Ed Winborn
Mayor East Moline, John Thodos
Mayor of Milan, Duane Dawson
Mayor of Moline, Don Welvaert
Mayor of Rock Island, Mark Schwiebert
Mayor of Silvis, Lyle Lohse
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De:Jr Quad Cities Passenger Rail Coalition:
We take this opportmrity to express our full support for implementing passenger rail service between the
Quad Cities and Chicago. The economic, envirOlllIleIlta!, and quality of life benefits of passenger rail
service make it an important priority for the entite Quad City region.

.,

Quad City leaders will work together witli",the Quad Cities Passenger Rail· Coalition· C"QC Rail") as a unified
voice for. our region to once again have dirl;ct passenger fail service to Chicago. AS a thriving metropolitan
area encompassing lllinois and Iowa commnnities of nearly 400,000 residents. we believe the growing Quad
City region will provide an ample supply of rail passengers, while serving as an important link to possible
continued routes into Iowa. Passenger·rail service will improve business along the eol:irc cOrridor and
provide access to higher edncation facilities located in the Quad Cities, including WesteID,. Illinois
University, Angustana College, St. Ambrose University·, and Palmer College of Chiropractic."

.. J

Quad City local gove=t leaders recognize the leadership ofU.S. Senator Dick Durbin along with the
State of Illinois'· and AInJ:rak' s coJDIDitment to expand intercity passenger rail service. We encourage federal
legislators to support the Passenger Rail Investment and Improvement Act, which will help advance
Amtrak's operations. We have also supported·funding the Rail Relocation and Improvement Program
provisions in SAFETEA-LU, which will fund needed capital improvements for rail infrastrnctnre.
Through the efforts of QC Rail, Quad City leaders are eager to wOJ:k with Amtrak, Illinois Department of
Transportation, and state and federal officials to make passenger rail service a reality once again in the QUad
Cities..
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Edwin Wmbam. Mayor .
C"rty ofDavenport
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Don Welvaert, Mayor
City ofMoline

~.e~<e'-

I
Bohnsack, Chair
Rock Island County
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_________+barjanuc
7800 5151 Street West· Rock Island, IL 6120)
(309) 75~546 • Fax (309) 756-4506

July 25, 2007

Dear Quad 'Cities Passenger Rail Ooalition:
Barjan LLC offers our full support for the effort to implement passenger rail service
between the Quad Cities and Chicago. The transportation, economic, environmental, and
quality of life benefits of passenger rail service make it an important priority for the
.
entire Quad City region.
We offer our support to work together with the Quad Cities Passenger Rail Coalition
("QC Rail") as a unified voice for our region to once again have direct passenger rail
service to Chicago. As a thriving metropolitan area encompassing illinois and Iowa
co=unities of nearly 400,000 residents, we believe the growing Quad CitY region will
provide an ample supply of rail passengers, while serving as an important link to possible
continued routes into Iowa. We look forward to the benefits of this new transportation
option for business, leisure, and co=uter travel, and also the associated impact on
regional co=erce, the environment, and quality of life. Passenger rail in the Quad City
region just makes sense.
It's been nearly 30 years since the last passenger train embarked to Chicago from the'
Quad Cities. Please contact me-at 309-756-9511 ifI can be of further assistance. We:160k
forward to making passenger rail a reality again soon.
•
Sincerely,

Mark G. Essig
President/CEO
BarjanLLC
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MIDWEST
IDGH SPEED RAIL
ASSOCIATION

P.o. Box 805877 Chicago, IL 60680
773-334-6758

For Immediate Release
. Contact:

Rick Hamish
Executive Director
Midwest High Speed Rail Association

May II, 2007
Office: 773-334-6758
Cell: 312-339-0116
. www.midwesthsr.org

Midwest High Speed Rail Association Applauds QC Rail Coalition
The Midwest High Speed Rail Association would like to applaud Rock Island County Chairman Jim
Bohnsack and the Illinois Quad City Chamber ofCornrnerce for creating the Quad Cities Passenger Rail
Coalition.
The coalition will help build a stronger connection to Chicago and the entire Midwest economy by
advocating for fast and dependable trains. '
The illinois General Assembly is currently reviewing proposals for new service to the Quad Cities,
Decatur, Rockford and Peoria, as well as, continued expansion of existing routes.
"Local residents and business leaders need to tell the General Assembly that modern trains are a highpriority," said Richard Hamish, Executive Director of the Midwest High Speed Rail Association. ''The
Quad Cites Passenger Rail Coalition will get that message across."
"Rapidly rising gas prices are straining personal and business travel budgets," said Hamish. "Only fast
trains can simultaneously reduce travel expenses while reducing the trip times to Chicago."

"In addition to reducing travel expenses, fast trains will strengthen the downtown business districts
making the Quad Cities a more attractive place to live and do business," added Hamish.
Rising energy costs are also straining the state and federal highway funds. Highway construction costs
have increased more than 30% over the last three years, while revenues have remained flaf A ~bstantial
"revenue enhancement" will be necess~just to maintain our existing highways.
_
"A statewide network of fast trains, well integrated with local transit, will stretch the state's tcinsport'ation
dollar," said Hamish. "Residents of the Quad Cities should tell Springfield to include modem trains ill
any upcoming capital program."

Go to http://www.midwesthsr.org/iljastTrack.htrn for more information on passenger train proposals in
illinois.

The Midwest High Speed Rail Association is a member-supported non-profit educational organization·.
promoting the development of fast, frequent and dependable train service connecting the entire Midwest.
Our members include business leaders, mayors and individuals that want the option of traveling by train.
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Whereas, the federal government is giving strong consideration to the expansion of
national passenger rail service as a viable means of safe and efficient transportation, and;
Whereas, the State of illinois has contributed substantial investment to expand the
operation and capital expenses associated with passenger rail service, making illinois the
2nd largest state supporter of intercity passenger rail service in 2006, and;
Whereas, Amtrak has experienced a substantial increase in the amount of passenger
traffic along existing routes in the State of illinois, and;
Whereas, illinois and Iowa are exploring the expansion of passenger rail service,
including a feasibility study being conducted by Amtrak to examine the implementation
of passenger rail service between Chicago and the Quad Cities, Quad Cities and Iowa
CitylDes Moines and;
Whereas, passenger rail service from the Quad Cities to Chicago will provide an
important transportation connection and allow for great economic and quality of life
benefits for the Quad Cities, and;
Whereas, the Quad Cities Passenger Rail Coalition was created to serve as an advocacy
group representing the Quad City region to promote the implementation of passenger rail
service between the Quad Cities and Chicago, now therefore
Let it be resolved that the Quad City Development Group hereby supports the
implementation of passenger rail service between the Quad Cities and Chicago, and
Let it be further resolved that the Quad City Development Group encourages its members
and area residents to advocate their support for passenger rail by joining the Quad Cities
Passenger Rail Coalition.

Gardner
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