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The Gateway Corridor Commission convened at 3:35 p.m. by Chair Weik.
Agenda Item #1. Introductions
Introductions were made by those present.
Agenda Item #2. Approval of Agenda
No changes were made to the agenda. Motion made by Rossbach to approve agenda. Seconded by
Giuliani Stephens. Approved. Motion carried.
Agenda Item #3. Summary August 11, 2011 Meeting
No changes were made to the August 11, 2011 meeting summary. Motion made by Rossbach to
approve August 11, 2011 meeting summary. Seconded by Johnston. Approved. Motion carried.
Agenda Item #4. Consent Items
Item 4a. Checks and claims:
Motion made by Johnston to approve checks and claims. Seconded by Ortega. Approved. Motion
carried.
Agenda Item #5. Gateway Corridor AA Update
Item 5a. Update on Study
Stephanie Eiler distributed and presented a PowerPoint presentation on the revisions to the
Alternatives that were recommended by the PAC and TAC along East 7th Street and White Bear Avenue.
Lantry encouraged the Commission to drive the area. The residents on East 7th Street have alleys with
single-car garages; so, if you remove all off-street parking, parking may be an issue. The idea that 34
residences and 8 businesses are going to be removed is a concern. If traffic were re-routed onto
Kennard, it would be a major problem, and Ruth Street is not a viable alternative for White Bear
Avenue. Lantry added that no one else will have disruption except in this area; the rest of the transitway is going down the freeway.
Motion made by Rossbach to retain Alternatives 4 and 6, and conduct analysis that would seek to
minimize land use impacts on East 7th Street and White Bear Avenue based on the assumptions agreed
upon between St. Paul and Ramsey County staff. Seconded by Ortega. Approved. Motion carried.
Eiler presented the revisions to the Alternatives recommended by the TAC and PAC on proposed
station location modifications. Zeller asked if these requested approvals are for the purpose of study.
Eiler said yes; we will have specific information on the ridership at each station and clear picture of
where the demand is. Weik asked if there could be a BRT line that had a scaled stop approach. Eiler
said that is a valid operating strategy; it’s not proposed at this point but it could be.
Motion made by Johnston to shift Johnson Parkway Station to Earl Street in Alternatives 3 (BRT) and 5
(LRT) along I-94; and add a new station to serve Metro State along Mounds Boulevard in Alternatives 3
(BRT) and 5 (LRT) along I-94. Seconded by Ortega. Approved. Motion carried.
Eiler said the consulting team will now dig into the technical work; ridership, capital costing, and

operating and maintenance costing on the build alternatives. Schoenecker said, because of where we
are in this process, the contingencies are a big piece. The FTA requires they be included in your cost
estimate mandated.
Zeller asked if the Commission is aware that the Tourism Center in Wisconsin near Carmichael Road
may be coming up for sale, and that there may be a need or use for that parcel. Schoenecker said the
site is owned by the WI/DOT and the rest area has been deemed as right-of-way that they don’t need.
The City of Hudson has that area zoned as public use, and for the purposes of this study, we are
moving forward with the assumption that it’ll still be there.
Item 5b. Outreach Activities
Schoenecker referred to the ongoing list of outreach activities included in the packet. Weik said the
Woodbury Community Foundation presentation was very well attended. Giuliani Stephens said they
are the business forum group of local business leaders as well as other executives who live in
Woodbury. Weik said the Oakdale Business and Professional Association presentation will be broadcast
on Channel 6 metro-wide. The presentations are having good turnouts with good questions and a lot of
support. Weik suggested Commission members contact Schoenecker or Leitner if they know of any
interested groups for presentations.
Agenda Item #6. Preliminary 2012 Work Plan and Budget
Item 6a. 2011 State Bond Funds Schoenecker gave an overview of the State Bonding Bill as outlined in
the packet. The Washington County Board has sent a letter to the Metropolitan Council requesting that
the bond funds go to the Newport Park-and-Ride and have submitted an application to CTIB for those
types of funds. One reason for that action is that bond money can definitely be used for construction
and engineering. By moving the bond money to Newport, we are using that money specifically for a
construction project. Reallocating money from CTIB to Gateway is putting money towards the
development of a transitway.
Schoenecker presented the work plan as detailed in the packet stating it is almost identical to 2011.
The Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) is the big item added in 2012.
Zeller asked how do we spend $3 million dollars on the DEIS . We’re a small community and residents
are asking how come we are spending so much money on a study. Schoenecker said he could bring
more information to the next meeting to detail the costs of the DEIS. The big thing is the level of detail
for the DEIS; once we get into the specifics, we will be bringing in very technical professional people.
Giuliani Stephens asked, assuming the AA is completed in the spring, what is the time frame for the
DEIS study to be completed. Schoenecker said 18 to 24 months after hiring the consultant. When the
completion of the AA occurs, it should be a short turnaround time from the end of AA to the start of
DEIS. Giuliani Stephens asked, if approved, would the CTIB money be dedicated funding to Gateway or
is that something the State Legislature could decide to tap into. Schoenecker said the risk will be there
either way. They could turn around and take the State Bond money, but it’s much more guaranteed
once it gets into a grant agreement. Indication now is that we don’t feel it’s a great risk. Ortega said he
feels there is zero risk with the CTIB money. It is a commitment that was made to Washington County.
Rossbach asked why the AA money isn’t shown in the budget. Weik said it was paid from 2011 and
prior budgets, and is not an expenditure in 2012. Schoenecker said this budget is a snapshot of what’s

going to occur in 2012. The AA is still ongoing, and we have the revenue set aside to pay for it. Weik
commented that in the Commission’s update to citizens, they should highlight in the good news
column that these revenues necessary to complete the federally required studies have been coming
from sales tax revenues, not real estate taxes. In general, CTIB grants are not to be used for studies,
but Washington County was able to negotiate in order to catch up and get our studies done.
Agenda Item #7 Communications
Item 7a. Google Analytics Update – July/August
Schoenecker distributed a sheet showing the number of visitors to the web site each month with
spikes in the periods when communication is high. We are seeing a consistently higher number of
people checking the web site. Weik asked why the big drop between Open House #1 and Open House
#2. Schoenecker said it is because we, as an organization, aren’t continuing to put information in front
of people; they get excited around the open houses and visits drop when we don’t have public
activities.
Item 7b. Talking Points
Weik said these are the types of things we need to give a 30-second elevator speech. Schoenecker said
it gives the Commission members some quick short items to discuss when they’re out and about. The
six points in the packet give quick facts about this corridor, other transit corridors, and the process
being taken to help educate on transit types.
Ramberg said they had their area representatives and legislators at the Wisconsin Gateway meeting.
The connotation was rail; it was beneficial for them to hear that it is methodical and there are more
options. We’re in a better position to get more attention from Madison knowing that this is data
driven.
Agenda Item #8. Bus Tour
Schoenecker referred to the options and costs on tour possibilities and costs presented in the packet.
Weik said she would be interested in a formal narrated tour, but we would need enough people
attending to cover the costs. Giuliani Stephens said the Google Fly-through is adequate since most are
familiar with the area; however, she wouldn’t mind seeing how these systems operate. Rossbach said,
at this point, we don’t know what the form of transit will be; therefore, if we do a tour it should be of
our own transit way, and the shorter, the better. Rossbach said he also likes the fly-through idea. Weik
said if we do a van tour, it could take us through some of these alignments so we could actually see
them. It also might be a good idea to wait six months until after the AA study is done. Giuliani Stephens
agreed with waiting until the AA is done.
Schoenecker said staff will create a Google fly-through presentation. The advantage of the bus tour is
having everyone together seeing and hearing the same thing at the same time, and it’s also easier to
coordinate speakers. Zeller suggested doing the Google fly-through now and revisit a physical tour in
the spring. Rossbach said it does seem like a good idea to go into St. Paul, but might be better after
the AA is completed. Lantry said she is ok with a map and a self-guided tour since most of the transitway is on Interstate 94. Zeller said it would be helpful to be with some staff; he will have questions that
won’t get answered on a self guided tour. Weik and Rossbach agreed; it would be advantageous to
have the group together to share thoughts.

Agenda Item #9. Legislative Update
Item 9a. State
Rogers said nothing is in session right now. The big thing for the corridor to pay attention to is that
next year is a bonding year, and there may be an opportunity for some additional bonding. Weik said
we’re looking for $1 million for engineering.
Schoenecker said the Metropolitan Governance Committee has met; this is a group of Senate and
House representatives and they will be looking at the Metropolitan Council, its operations, funding,
and responsibilities. Weik said she is on a task force group of County Commissioners and County
Administrators that are looking at the Office of the Legislators Auditor’s (OLA) report, and the OLA did
recommend reconfiguring the Met Council. The OLA recommended option two, which is having a mix
of County Commissioners and Appointed individuals on the Met Council, all serving staggered terms.
The task force group is discussing only having elected officials as a pool of individuals for the Governor
to draw from for appointing. Giuliani Stephens said the Metro Cities also has a task force studying the
Met Council. In the past ten years, there have been nine studies with no action taken and she
encourages the Legislature to appoint a task force with all the stakeholders so the end result can
effectuate a change. Zeller asked what the process would be to implement a change. Giuliani Stephens
said it would likely be a piece of legislation from the authority of the task force to be signed by the
Governor. Weik said it would be more viable to a seated Governor if it were implemented at the start
of a new Congress term.
Item 9b. Federal
Rogers said there have been a couple resolutions passed to keep government funded and running. On
the transportation reauthorization, the House side has been given the right to seek additional revenue
above and beyond the gas tax to fund transportation at the existing level. In the appropriations bills for
transportation for 2012, the Federal Railroad Administration is funded at $1.3 billion; $7 billion below
what the President requested, but $36 million above last year’s funding. The Federal Transit
Administration was funded at $1.8 billion; $2 billion below what the President requested, but $170
million increase over last year’s funding. TIGER funding is funded at $550 million; that program has
funded many different projects that don’t necessarily fit the traditional transit mode. The jobs
legislation is being pushed and odds are it won’t pass the Senate as a whole package, but pieces of it
are likely to pass. Another interesting thing is the suggestion by the Senate Budget Committee and the
Deficit Committee to have bi-annual budgeting. It also sounds like both the House and Senate are
looking at passing smaller bills rather than one omnibus bill.
Weik commented that Ramsey County is the only entity in Minnesota to receive a TIGER Grant. Ortega
said they received $35 million for Union Depot.
Agenda Item #10. Other
Item 10a. Strategic Meeting Dates Summary
Weik said, due to State law, Washington County will be changing their public hearing on the proposed
2012 budget to the evening of Thursday December 8; however, the Gateway meeting that afternoon
should not interfere. Schoenecker said we could plan to have a lighter agenda on that date.

Item 10b. Media Articles
Schoenecker referred to the media information provided in the packet. He also distributed copies of
the updated Joint Powers Agreement to the Commission members.
Weik said she will be attending a National Conference on Rail-Volution. Ortega said he recently
attended the APCA conference in New Orleans. He was able to spend time with former Governor
Tommy Thompson from Wisconsin who led a roundtable to talk about transit. Transit is very much on
his agenda, and transit politics in Wisconsin should be exciting this year.
Agenda Item #11. Adjourn
Johnston moved to adjourn. Seconded by Rossbach. Approved. Motion carried. Weik called the
meeting adjourned at 5:05 p.m.

Agenda Item #4
DATE:

November 1, 2011

TO:

Gateway Corridor Commission

FROM:

Staff

RE:

Checks and Claims

THERE WERE NO CHECKS OR CLAIMS SUBMITTED PRIOR TO PREPARATION OF THE AGENDA.

Included below is a summary of the invoices that have been received since the previous meeting:

Gateway Corridor Commission – Advocacy Materials
Date(s)
Item

Communications Contract (Tunheim Partners)
Dates
Amount
Note: Percent of contract utilized = 95%

Alternatives Analysis Contract (CH2M Hill)
Date(s)
Amount
Note: Percent of contract utilized = 49%

Detailed invoices can be made available upon request.

Action Requested: Approval of Claims and Checks

Amount

Agenda Item #6a
DATE:

November 2, 2011

TO:

Gateway Corridor Commission

FROM:

Staff

RE:

Update on the Gateway Corridor Alternatives Analysis

At the October meeting, the Commission approved the revisions to Alternatives 4 and 6 (LRT and BRT
local route alternatives) in Segment 2 and modifications to the station locations for Alternatives 3 and 5
(I-94 route alternatives).
The Policy Advisory Committee (PAC) met on November 2. The primary agenda item was a detailed
walk-thru of the alternatives, including station locations. Andy Gitzlaff, project manager for the
Alternatives Analysis, will give a presentation on the alternatives that are moving forward for more
detailed analysis of ridership, engineering and costs.

Action Requested: Information

Agenda Item #6b
DATE:

November 1, 2011

TO:

Gateway Corridor Commission

FROM:

Staff

RE:

Gateway Corridor Outreach Activities

As part of the Communications Contract, Tunheim Partners has been assisting in arranging outreach
meetings to stakeholders along the corridor. These stakeholders range from local community city
councils, council districts, business chambers, individual businesses, community groups and others.
Included below is a summary the Commission’s outreach activities.

Stakeholder
Lake Elmo Rotary Club
St Paul District Council 1
Woodbury LIONS Club
Woodbury Chamber of Commerce
Rasmussen College
River Falls Rotary Club
Metro State University
St Paul District Council 4
St Paul Chamber – Transportation Committee
St Paul District Council 1
3M
St Paul District Council 5
St Paul District Councils – Joint Meeting of 1, 2, 4, 5, 17
St Paul District Council 2
St Paul Transportation Committee
Dayton’s Bluff Business Association
Woodbury Rotary
East Side Area Business Association
Woodbury Community Foundation
Oakdale Business and Professional Assn
UW River Falls Leadership Group
Sunray Businesses and St Paul D1
Landfall City Council
Harley Davidson Dealership
Prosperity Campaign
St Paul Chamber Event at 3M

Status
Presentation – March 16
Annual Meeting Booth – March 28
Presentation – April 5
Presentation – April 6
Presentation – May 2
Presentation – May 3
Presentation – May 4
Presentation – May 16
Presentation – May 19
Presentation – May 23
Meeting – May 24
Presentation – June 7
Presentation – June 27
Presentation – July 20
Presentation – July 25
Presentation – July 28
Presentation – August 4
Presentation – September 14
Presentation – September 27
Presentation – October 6
Presentation – October 13
Meeting – October 18
Presentation – October 25
Meeting – October 31
TBD
TBD

Developer’s Forum

Action Requested:

TBD

Information

Agenda Item #7
DATE:

November 3, 2011

TO:

Gateway Corridor Commission

FROM:

Staff

RE:

Summary of Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS)

General Information and Background
The purpose of an Environmental Impact Statement is to provide a full evaluation of the environmental
issues surrounding a proposed action and to inform decision-makers and the public of a reasonable
alternative(s) that could avoid or minimize adverse impacts in accordance with the National
Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA). The Draft EIS (DEIS) consists of a printed report for public
review and comment which:
Identifies and explains the purpose and need for improvements in the corridor
Provides exact location of the tracks/guideway, stations and key pieces of supporting
infrastructure, such as the traction power substations and operation and maintenance facility
Analyzes the following subjects and identifies measures to avoid, minimize or mitigate adverse
impacts of the proposed alternative:
o Social effects
o Environmental effects
o Parks and cultural resources
o Indirect and cumulative impacts
Serves as the basis for a decision
A requirement of the Federal Transit Administration (FTA) is that the DEIS will include an examination of
the No-Build, Transportation System Management (TSM) and the Build alternative(s).
All of these items require extensive involvement, coordination and review from appropriate agencies
including the FTA, Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Natural Resources state and federal
Departments of Transportation, State Historic Preservation Office and Cultural Resources Unit, affected
local entities and the public.
General Work Scope Items for a DEIS
Below is a description of some of the key scoping items that are typically part of a DEIS.
Project management – Includes: quality assurance/control process, progress reports, process to
maintain schedule, issue tracking system, attendance/participation at all project team, public
and TAC and PAC meetings.
Public Involvement and Resource Agency Coordination – Includes: creating a strategy to
coordinate with all public agencies and federal/state regulatory proceedings, public involvement
plan similar to the AA (multiple rounds of open houses, community and business meetings,
newsletters, maps/documents for public consumption).

Initial Alternatives Development – Includes: identification and refinement of alternatives to be
carried forward in DEIS analysis based on results of the AA.
NEPA Scoping – Includes: conceptual engineering (horizontal and vertical alignments and cross
sections) for each alternative to an appropriate level to achieve environmental analysis, develop
connections between different travel modes (transitway, existing bus, other LRT/BRT lines), and
prepare scoping technical materials.
Affected Environment/Consequences/Mitigation Measures – Includes: report on existing
environmental conditions and direct and indirect impacts on social, economic, built and natural
environments and inventory impacts, consequences and mitigation measures for the following:
o Land Use and Transportation
o Air Quality
o Noise and Vibration
o Visual and Aesthetic Resources
o Cultural/Archeological Resources
o Parklands, recreation areas, wildlife refuges and ecosystems
o Geology
o Water quality
o Hazardous materials
o Construction Impacts
Detailed Analysis of Alternatives – Includes:
o Operating Plan
o Ridership Forecasts
o Operating and Capital Costs
o Evaluation of Alternatives
DEIS Document – Includes: draft DEIS document for review of all local, state and federal
agencies, compilation of all comments to be included in the final DEIS.
Included below is a summary of the work scope tasks above and the approximate percentage of the cost
to complete that item. This information is based on cost of work scope items in the AA and based on
other transitway DEIS’s that have been completed in the Twin Cities region.
Work Task
Project Management
Public Involvement and Resource Agency Coordination
Initial Alternatives Development
NEPA Scoping
Affected Environment/Consequences/Mitigation Measures
Detailed Analysis of Alternatives
DEIS Document
Contingency
Total

% of Budget
15%
16%
5%
5%
15%
36%
4%
4%
100%

DEIS Outcomes from Central Corridor
Below are example items that were key changes that were identified in the DEIS process through
analysis and public comments for the Central Corridor LRT:
Revised connection of the Central Corridor to the Hiawatha LRT in Minneapolis.
Transit/pedestrian mall at the University of Minnesota with LRT running on Washington Avenue.
Potential additional stations at Hamline Avenue, Victoria Street or Western Avenue in St. Paul.
Changes to the LRT alignment and location of stations within the Capitol area.
Preliminary locations for traction power substations needed to power the LRT trains.
Impact of potential three-car train operations on the Central Corridor.
Staff will also go through a presentation that provides more detail and information on the development
of transitways, approximate costs and the scope and costs of a DEIS.

Action Requested: Information

Memo

Synchronizing brands + relationships

TO: Gateway Corridor Commission
FROM: Tunheim
RE: Gateway Corridor Website September Analytics
DATE: October 27, 2011

The attached document outlines all important statistical information regarding the
Gateway Corridor’s website from the period of September 1-31 2011. Below is a
guide for understanding the numbers and percentages:

tel 952.851.1600

Visits:

This is the total number of unique visitors to the website.
In September, there were 326 visitors to the Gateway
Corridor website, a good number for a month that has
seen relatively little outreach activity.

Pageviews:

This is the total number of pages that were viewed by
visitors. Each visitor will view anywhere from 1-5 pages
during a visit. Over the past month, there were 1,030
page views on the Gateway Corridor website.

Pages/Visit:

The ratio of pages viewed per visit has increased to 3.1 in
September, from 2.8 in August. This is a fairly high rate
especially when considering that a few people leave the
site right away. Those who stay are clearly interested in
exploring all of the content.

Percent Bounce
Rate:

The bounce rate represents the number of people who
visit the Gateway Corridor website, view one page
(generally the homepage) and leave the site completely.
The bounce rate in September was just 29 percent. The
average bounce rate for this website since its launch is 31
percent. A bounce rate of less than 50 percent is ideal.

Avg. Time on Site:

On average, visitors spent 2:20 minutes on the Gateway

Corridor website in September.

Percent New
Visits:

The percentage of new visits in September for the
Gateway Corridor website was 71 percent, proving that
the website remains attractive to new visitors month after
month. The average percentage of new visits is 66
percent for the website.

Traffic Sources
Overview:

Three sources lead visitors to the Gateway Corridor
website: referring sites, search engines, and direct traffic.
In September, referring sites, including news outlets and
city websites have led 36 percent of traffic to the site
while search engines drove 33 percent of September
visitors.
Direct traffic made up 31 percent. These are people who
type the link directly into their web browser, either
because they are familiar with the website and are
checking for updates, or because they have seen the
URL in a community newsletter or at a business
engagement presentation.

Referring Sites:

The following sites have successfully directed traffic to the
Gateway Corridor website through referrals in September:
Wikipedia – 36 visits
Washington County – 7 visits
Regional Rail Blog – 7 visits

Content Overview:

This section of the Google Analytics shows which pages
within the Gateway Corridor website were visited most.
The following numbers show how many visitors clicked
each page in September:
Homepage– 328 (32 percent)
Transit study page – 324 (31 percent)
About– 100 (10 percent)

E-mail Sign-ups: The Gateway Corridor gained an additional six newsletter
recipients in September. A total of 617 subscribed contacts have signed-up for
the newsletter.
Please let us know if you have any questions regarding the Gateway Corridor
website, or any of the Google analytic terms.
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Agenda Item #9b
DATE:

November 1, 2011

TO:

Gateway Corridor Commission

FROM:

Staff

RE:

Federal Update

Include below is the latest federal update from Lockridge Grindal Nauen and other sources.

Action Requested:

Information

Federal Update – Week of October 24, 2011
CONGRESS IN ACTION:
Over the past month, the House and Senate have traded a couple of weeks with one being in session
while the other is out of session. Last week the House was in recess, this week the Senate has
adjourned and will return to legislative action on October 31, 2011. With this said, while the House
continued legislative action on the floor, work on the fiscal year 2012 appropriations and deficit
measures continued behind the scenes.
JOINT DEFICIT REDUCTION PANEL:
The Joint Deficit Reduction Panel, which is tasked with reducing the budget deficit by at least $1.2
trillion over the next decade, had several meetings over the last week. Democrats introduced a plan
that which relies on roughly equal parts tax increases and spending cuts, including $500 billion in savings
from Medicare and Medicaid combined to reach the goal.
Panel Republicans then offered a counteroffer to the Democratic budget proposal which would rely
principally on spending cuts for its savings and would probably set in motion a tax code overhaul.
Until now, individual members of the joint committee or factions within the panel have offered
proposals for reducing the deficit. And the committee has sent potential pieces of a package to CBO to
be “scored” for their effect on the deficit.
All said, sources indicate that the joint committee has evidently moved closer to a decision on how to
accomplish their goal. Key House and Senate leaders have engaged in discussions on a deficit reduction
framework that the committee might use. The Committee has a November 23, 2011 deadline to
produce a deficit reduction plan.
FISCAL YEAR 2012 APPROPRIATIONS MEASURES:
As you may recall, the fiscal year began on October 1, 2011. With this in mind, federal programs are
currently operating on a “Continuing Resolution” until November 18, 2011. Prior to recess the Senate

had begun consideration of a “minibus” appropriations measure which included three of their regular 12
appropriations bills. Specifically, the measure includes the Agriculture, Commerce-Justice-Science, and
Transportation-Housing and Urban Development bills. The Senate is expected to pass the measure next
week. Following passage the bill would then move the House for their consideration.
House appropriators have indicated that they may try to expedite completion of overdue spending bills
for the current fiscal year by adding one or two additional appropriations bills to this package as well as
an additional continuing resolution to keep the government operating. A new CR might last until late
December, when Congress is expected to be considering a broad deficit reduction package aimed at
saving at least $1.2 trillion over the next decade. Sources indicate that Congress will likely complete
their appropriations work on or by December 23, 2011.
TRANSPORTATION:
Federal Aviation Reauthorization:
Chairman John Mica (R-FL) of the House Transportation and Infrastructure Committee indicated that he
hopes to wrap up by the end of the year a long-term Federal Aviation Administration reauthorization.
He also suggested that some major sticking points between the House and Senate remain, including
differences with the Senate over funding levels, an overhaul of rural airport subsidies, and a labor ruling
that makes it easier for airline employees to unionize.
A House-Senate impasse over extending the aviation authorization shut down most FAA operations for
about two weeks in summer, leading to 3,500 furloughs and the suspension of hundreds of airport
construction projects. Disagreements over Essential Air Service subsidies for flights to rural airports
contributed to the standoff, as did the language in the House-passed reauthorization bill that would
block enforcement of the disputed labor ruling.
Transportation Authorization:
If the House gets the FAA bill complete, sources indicate that the Committee would move immediately
to a six-year surface transportation bill with a price tag of about $285 billion. The draft legislation would
be House Republicans’ answer to a transportation infrastructure package that Senate Democrats
unveiled last week as the second piece of President Obama’s jobs-creation package.
Senator Harry Reid (D-NV) and Senator Amy Klobuchar (D-MN) introduced the “Rebuild America Jobs
Act” last week which would cost an estimated $60 billion and be offset with a 0.7 percent surtax on
incomes above $1 million.
Specifically the measure would provide:
$27 billion for highway and rail projects.
$4 billion specifically for passenger-rail upgrades, including some high-speed rail projects, and
$2 billion for Amtrak to upgrade and replace equipment and infrastructure.
$3 billion to capitalize public transit projects.
$6 billion for “fixed guideway” light rail and electric trolley buses, as well as bus systems.
$5 billion for competitive grants available for any transportation additions and upgrades.
$2 billion for airport development grants.
$1 billion for the Federal Aviation Administration to advance its NextGen air traffic control
system upgrade.

$10 billion to establish a national infrastructure bank to fund future transportation. projects,
seeking to help to match public and private money.
The Senate is expected to take this measure up next week.
HIGHER EDUCATION:
President Obama announced policy changes that would ease college graduates’ repayment of federal
loans. The plan would allow students with some types of federal loans to consolidate them into one
loan and bump up the date that the government was originally set to offer a new repayment plan
contingent on income.
Beginning in January, graduates with two or more federal loans will be able to consolidate multiple loans
into one loan, reducing the amount of interest by half a percent in some cases. Currently, graduates can
cap their monthly loan repayments at 15 percent of their income. That cap is set to fall to 10 percent in
2014, but the new proposal would accelerate that timeline to 2012.
HEALTHCARE:
More than 100 House Republicans filed one of many amicus briefs asking the Supreme Court to consider
the constitutionality of last year’s health care law. Justices are currently scheduled to meet November
10, 2011 to consider how they will handle the multitude of challenges to the law. Word on whether and
how many cases will be heard could come as soon as November 14, 2011. It is expected that the court
will take up the case, though it remains unclear which issues they might consider.
3% WITHOLDING TAX:
On Thursday, October 27th, the House passed a bill that would repeal a requirement that government
agencies withhold federal taxes from payments to contractors. Specifically, the provision – which is
scheduled to take effect on January 1, 2013 – would require the federal government and state and local
governments to withhold 3 percent of most payments made to government contractors. To take effect,
this legislation would need to be passed by the Senate and signed by the President.
2012 HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES SCHEDULE:
This week, House Majority Leader Eric Cantor (R-VA) said that he hopes to focus much of next year’s
legislative work on jobs and the economy, and that he would use a calendar based on regular, prolonged
district work periods. In a “Dear Colleague” letter announcing the schedule, the Virginia Republican said
he hopes the calendar will “create certainty, increase efficiency and productivity in the legislative
process, protect committee time and afford members the opportunity to gain valuable input from their
constituents at home.”
Under this plan House members will rarely be in Washington for more than two weeks at a time. Of
those longer stretches, the House will be in session for three weeks in February and for a scheduled fiveweek stretch from July 9 to August 3. Unlike this year, the House will mostly skip October of 2012; the
chamber is scheduled to be in session for the first week of that month, then break until November 13, a
week after the elections.
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Included below is a summary of the Commission and AA Study meetings through February 2012.
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