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1. Introductions
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2. Approval of Agenda

Approval

3. Summary June 9, 2011 Meeting*

Approval

4. Consent Items
a. Checks and Claims*

Approval

5. Gateway Corridor AA Update*
a. Update on Study
b. Outreach Activities

Washington County

Discussion / Approval
Information

6. Copyright / Trademark for Gateway
Corridor*

Washington County
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a. Google Analytics Update – May/June*

Washington County

Information

8. East metro Railroad Capacity Analysis
Study Presentation

Ramsey County – Mike
Rogers
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9. Legislative Update
a. State*
b. Federal*
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10. Other
Washington County
a. Strategic Communication Plan Updates
b. Meeting Dates Summary*
c. Media Articles*

Information

11. Adjourn

*Attachments

For questions regarding this material, please contact Ted Schoenecker, Washington County at (651) 430-4319 or at
ted.schoenecker@co.washington.mn.us.
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The Gateway Corridor Commission convened at 3:37p.m. by Chair Weik.
Agenda Item #1. Introductions
Introductions were made by those present.
Skip to Agenda Item #5 due to lack of quorum.
Agenda Item #5. Amended and Revised Joint Powers Agreement
Schoenecker updated the Commission on the two changes to the JPA and said we now have approval
from everyone. The name change to ‘Gateway Corridor’ is official.
3:33 PM – Quorum was now present
Agenda Item #2. Approval of Agenda
No changes were made to the agenda. Motion made by Johnston to approve agenda. Seconded by
Ortega. Approved. Motion carried.
Agenda Item #3. Summary May 12, 2011 Meeting
No changes were made to the May 12, 2011 meeting summary. Motion made by Johnston to approve
agenda. Seconded by Ortega. Approved. Motion carried.
Agenda Item #4. Consent Items
Checks and claims: Motion made by Johnston to approve agenda. Seconded by Ortega. Approved.
Motion carried.
Agenda Item #6. Gateway Corridor AA Update
Item 6a. Update on Study
Schoenecker referred to the status update memo in the packet. Washington County will be taking the
funding request for the eighth alternative to the Washington County Regional Railroad Authority at
their meeting next Tuesday. We have a resolution of support and funding from Ramsey County and the
Metropolitan Council. We are planning open houses during the last two weeks in July in St. Paul,
Woodbury, Hudson, and Eau Claire.
Zeller asked if attendance was similar at all four locations. Schoenecker said Woodbury had the highest
and the other areas were similar. Zeller asked if we would consider dropping a location if it wasn’t wellattended. Schoenecker said the challenge is the length of the corridor; if we cut one off, people are
driving a significant amount of time to attend. We try to get relatively close to get better attendance.
Schoenecker said the FTA Initiation Package is our first check-in with the Federal Transit
Administration. We will be submitting our information to the FTA for their review and comment.
Item 6b. Approval of Evaluation Criteria Technical Memo
Schoenecker referred to the Technical Memo included in the packet stating it is a tool to measure each
alternative for comparison purposes. The memo does address the FTA’s requirements and provides
measurable items based on the Commission’s goals and objectives. Giuliani-Stevens asked if they only
wanted two goals highlighted. Schoenecker referred to page three of the memo stating the goals
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separate themselves between two tiers; one quantitative and one qualitative. We hope to get
feedback in 90 days.
Motion made by Johnston to approve the Technical Memorandum. Seconded by Nelson. Approved.
Motion carried. The memorandum will be included in the Initiation Package being submitted to the
FTA.
Item 6c. Outreach Activities
Schoenecker highlighted the groups they have spoken to. The recent focus has been on the St. Paul
area. He said District 1 had good attendance and a lot of feedback, and they will revisit District 4 in the
future. We will be trying to get all the St Paul District Councils together to try to get some commonality
and get one voice talking about the Corridor. The AA project management team met with 3M for a
technical meeting on alignment and station options specifically related to the AA study. 3M is
supportive of looking at an alignment that would run along the frontage road and the south side of
their property.
Greg Watson reported on yesterday’s meeting with 3M. They are very interested in the corridor as a
part of enhancing their improvements; they are spending a lot of time making improvements, adding
to the facility, and taking a long-range look at how they recruit people. Watson and Zach Schwartz will
act as the primary contact source with 3M to stay engaged as things come forth from the Commission.
We also need to plan an educational open house on their campus to let their employees know about
the available transportation methods. 3M’s ex-officio member, Doug Stang, is trying to adjust his
calendar so he can attend the Commission meetings.
Zeller asked if we have any data on where 3M’s employees are commuting from. Giuliani-Stephens
said most employees live nearby and drive; however, 3M feels that may limit their ability to recruit.
Schwartz commented that 3M is very receptive to having an on-campus open house. They don’t want
to be the centerpiece of why the Gateway Corridor is happening; they want to be a part of it, they
want to benefit from it, and they are a strong ally. Weik said they have 11,000 employees at the
Maplewood campus. Weik, Schwartz, Rossbach, Giuliani-Stephens, and Watson attended that meeting.
Watson said the Woodbury Chamber of Commerce recently passed a resolution in direct support of
the Gateway Corridor. Both the Woodbury and St. Paul Chambers are closing the gap on all the
business support they can get. Weik said all the businesses along the corridor can move their products
and services better if we can mitigate traffic congestion.
Agenda Item #7 Communications
Item 7a. Google Analytics Update
Schoenecker referred to the updated numbers included in the packet. Looking at the week by week
tracking, there is a spike the week before we attend a community outreach program. He noted that
page 20 of 39 states the best way for people to stay in contact is to sign up to receive newsletters on
the web site, and then take that information to their meetings and outreach activities.
Item 7b. Media/Newsletter Communications
Schoenecker said the packet includes information they have seen in newspapers as well as
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newsletters/articles created by us to be put in a community newsletter. Ortega said we should be
including the community newsletter for St. Paul. Schoenecker said they are on the list.
Agenda Item #8. Legislative Update
Item 8a. State: Rogers said the budget is not very friendly to transit; it cut out state transit, but left
suburban transit alone. The bill did allow the Met Council to make up for some of those cuts through
the use of their reserve funds, the use of fund transfers from other areas. Other ways could include
increasing fares, service reductions, route eliminations, and the ability to utilize CTIB sales tax funds if
agreed to by the CTIB Board. This bill was vetoed by Governor Dayton partly due to what it does to
transit, and also because of the zeroing out of funds for passenger rail. Governor Dayton welcomed
how the bill included funding for better roads initiative to improve pavement quality and conditions.
The other main item is the potential State Government shutdown scheduled for July 1. There are
discussions over what an essential service is, and who is an essential employee. The general hope is
that a shutdown wouldn’t last long; however, both sides see a shutdown as potentially advantageous
for them and their next election.
Item 8b. Federal: Rogers said the big debate is the raising of the debt ceiling. There hasn’t been much
movement on that since our last meeting; however the negotiations are continuing. The republicans
are pushing for more cuts and others want less cuts and less of a shock to the system. Some long-term
budget economists think a broad-based, slower, and more deliberately laid out plan may be better.
There were votes on the fiscal year 2012 budget. There were talks about Medicare restructuring which
gets at the debt reduction. None of the items passed, but were symbolic to get people on record. On
the transportation authorization end, the Senate has previewed a surface transportation bill that
would look to fund the program at current levels. Weik offered opportunities to comment to Horn and
Straka. They declined. Weik will be attending the MN Transportation Alliance fly-in next week, and has
meetings set up with Senator Klobuchar, Senator Franken, Representative Bachmann, and
Representative McCollum.
Agenda Item #9. Other
Item 9a. Meeting Dates Summary
Schoenecker referred to the summary of meetings tied to the Gateway Commission and the AA study.
We are not planning a TAC or PAC meeting in July due to the open houses being conducted. Zeller
asked if the Gateway Commission needed to meet in July. Schoenecker said we would know in a few
weeks. Weik suggested that the Commission members should attend the open houses. Schoenecker
distributed promotional materials that have been produced; postcards which give very quick short
brief information and then directs people to the web site or an email option, and a newsletter with the
most up-to-date information on the AA.
Agenda Item #10. Adjourn
Johnston moved to adjourn. Seconded by Nelson. Approved. Motion carried. Weik called the meeting
adjourned at 4:21p.m.

Agenda Item #4
DATE:

July 1, 2011

TO:

Gateway Corridor Commission

FROM:

Staff

RE:

Checks and Claims

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

Gateway Corridor Commission – Advocacy Materials
Date(s)
Item
July 28, 2011
Material Printing

Communications Contract (Tunheim Partners)
Dates
Amount
6/30/11
$1,142.50

Alternatives Analysis Contract (CH2M Hill)
Date(s)
April 30, 2011 – May 27, 2011
May 28, 2011 – June 24, 2011

Amount
$105,349.75
$62,655.86

Detailed invoices can be made available upon request.

Action Requested: Approval of Claims and Checks

Amount
$608.43

Agenda Item #5a
DATE:

August 3, 2011

TO:

Gateway Corridor Commission

FROM:

Staff

RE:

Gateway Corridor Alternatives Analysis Update

The second round of open houses was held the last two weeks of July in St Paul, Woodbury, Hudson and
Eau Claire. Here is some information on them:
Attendance (those signed in):
o Saint Paul - 43
o Woodbury – 33
o Hudson – 15
o Eau Claire – 17
In addition to the general public, PAC/TAC and Gateway Commission members were also in
attendance at each of the open houses.
General Public Comments
o Most people supported the alternatives that were going to be looked at
o Concerns about the impacts along White Bear Avenue (although people also supported
the 7th Street alignment and want to see improved service and redevelopment in East St.
Paul)
o Many comments supporting alternatives in/along I-94
o Service to Metro State, 3M, Carlson Business Center important
o Access to jobs important, particularly reverse commute opportunities
o Desire to see all-day service, not just peak period commuter service
o Interest in commuter rail in Wisconsin communities but not so much Minnesota
communities
o Concerns about cost of alternatives
o Concerns about traffic impacts at intersections
Overall
o The overall tone of the open houses was positive and supportive of transit
improvements in the Gateway Corridor.
All of the comments that we received from all four open houses, via the website, or via e-mail will be
compiled into one document and posted on the Gateway Corridor’s website.
In addition to the comments received from the general public, we also received comment letters from
City of St Paul staff and Wisconsin DOT staff that we felt were significant enough to schedule the joint
PAC/TAC meeting for August 10. The two issues raised include:

Right of way impacts of fixed guideway alternatives on the I-94 bridge across the St. Croix River
Right of way impacts of fixed guideway alternatives on St. Paul streets, mainly White Bear
Avenue and East 7th Street east of Johnson Parkway
The concerns raised affect multiple alternatives, and merit discussion with both advisory bodies before
the detailed analysis phase of project work begins. Technical memos are currently being prepared on
these two items and will be provided before the joint PAC/TAC meeting on the 10th.
Because the joint PAC/TAC meeting is the day before the Commission meeting, we will be bringing the
recommendations from that meeting to the Commission meeting without much advance notice. If
recommendations are made by the PAC/TAC members to revise the alternatives, this will be an item for
approval at the Commission meeting. We recognize the short timeframe for providing and discussing
these issues and will attempt to prepare clear and concise summaries for your consideration.

Action Requested:

Discussion / Approval

Agenda Item #5b
DATE:

August 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
UW River Falls
Oakdale Business and Professional Assn
Hartford Financial
Woodwinds
Imation
Target.com
Action Requested:

Information

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
Meeting Set – September 14
Requested meeting – Fall 2011
Contact has been made
Contact has been made
Contact has been made
Contact has been made
Contact has been made

Agenda Item #6
DATE:

July 28, 2011

TO:

Gateway Corridor Commission

FROM:

Staff

RE:

Trademark for the Gateway Corridor

The Commission made a request for staff to determine if the Gateway Corridor logo and name should be
trademarked. A search was completed to see if other corridors in the region have been trademarked, if
there were existing trademarks for the Gateway Corridor name, and what the process would be to apply
for trademark status. The following was determined:
None of the other regional corridors have trademarked names (Red Rock, Southwest Corridor,
Central Corridor, Bottineau Corridor, etc.)
There is no brand that has Gateway Corridor currently trademarked
If the Commission would like to pursue trademark status, the application fee is $375.
Furthermore, the Gateway Corridor does not fit into any of the eligible categories for
services/items that can be trademarked. When a call was placed to the federal trademark
offices, they do not provide significant direction to answer any questions for legal reasons.
Staff recommends not following through on submitting an application to trademark the Gateway
Corridor.

Action Requested:

Discussion

Memo

Synchronizing brands + relationships

TO: Gateway Corridor Commission
FROM: Tunheim
RE: Gateway Corridor Website May Analytics
DATE: June 13, 2011

The attached document outlines all important statistical information regarding the
Gateway Corridor’s website from the period of May 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.
Over the past month, there were 348 visitors to the
Gateway Corridor website, compared to the 398 visitors
that the website received last month. Since the launch of
the website, average monthly visits remain stable at
approximately 485 visitors. Website traffic is starting to
slow down as fewer news stories regarding the Gateway
Corridor have been in the media.

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 976 page
views on the Gateway Corridor website, slightly less
compared to April’s pageviews at 1,184. Please note that
there were no open houses in May and that compared to
other months, fewer community newsletters were
scheduled for publication.

Pages/Visit:

This means that the average person visited 2.8 of the
pages within the Gateway Corridor website. The average
for pages visited remains above three pageviews.

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.
May’s bounce rate was 38 percent. A bounce rate of less
than 50 percent is ideal.

Avg. Time on Site:

On average, visitors spent two and a half minutes on the
Gateway Corridor website in May. Typically, the average
person spends approximately one minute on a new
website. The average time spent on the website since its
launch is exactly three minutes.

Percent New
Visits:

The percentage of new visits in April for the Gateway
Corridor website was 57 percent. Overall, the average of
new visits remains just under 70 percent.

Traffic Sources
Overview:

Search Engines, Referring Sites, and Direct Traffic make
up the three descriptors and determine the source of
where the visitor found the Gateway Corridor website link.
Search engine tools are how 31 percent of May visitors
found the Gateway Corridor website after purposefully
searching for it.
Referring sites, such as email and press releases, drove
32 percent of the traffic to the site. This number increased
compared to April’s 26 percent.
Finally, direct traffic made up 37 percent. Direct traffic
represents the number of people who typed the link into
their web browser. This number is well above the average
of 31 percent since the launch of the Gateway Corridor
website, indicating that people are becoming familiar with
site and are checking for updates on a regular basis.

Referring Sites:

The following sites have successfully directed traffic to the
Gateway Corridor website through referrals in May:
The East Side Pride – 14 visits
City of Woodbury – 9 visits
KSTP.com – 9 visits
City of Oakdale – 9 visits
Red Rock Rail – 6 visits
Washington County – 5 visits

Content Overview:

This section of the Google Analytics shows which pages
within the Gateway Corridor website have been most
visited. The following numbers show how many visitors
clicked each page in April:
Homepage– 337 (35 percent)
Transit study page– 234 (24 percent)
About the Gateway Corridor page– 95 (10
percent)

E-mail Sign-ups: The Gateway Corridor gained an additional 13 newsletter
recipients in May. A total of 239 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.

Memo

Synchronizing brands + relationships

TO: Gateway Corridor Commission
FROM: Tunheim
RE: Gateway Corridor Website June Analytics
DATE: July 25, 2011

The attached document outlines all important statistical information regarding the
Gateway Corridor’s website from the period of June 1-30, 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.
Over the past month, there were 343 visitors to the
Gateway Corridor website, almost exactly as many as the
348 visitors that the website received last month. Since
the start of the website, monthly visits now average 470
visitors. Website traffic remains stable, especially when
considering that there have been fewer mentions of the
Gateway Corridor in the media.

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 1,063
page views on the Gateway Corridor website, slightly
more than the 976 page views of May. The second round
of community newsletters possibly accounts for this
increase.

Pages/Visit:

The average person visited 3.1 of the pages in June
within the Gateway Corridor website, which is also the
average of pages/visit over the last year.

Percent Bounce

The bounce rate represents the number of people who

Rate:

visit the Gateway Corridor website, view one page
(generally the homepage) and leave the site completely.
June’s bounce rate was only 29 percent, a significant
decrease from May’s bounce rate of 38 percent. A
bounce rate of less than 50 percent is ideal.

Avg. Time on Site:

On average, visitors spent 2:48 minutes on the Gateway
Corridor website in June. Typically, the average person
spends approximately one minute on a new website. The
average time spent on the website since its launch
remains at three minutes.

Percent New
Visits:

The percentage of new visits in June for the Gateway
Corridor website was 56 percent. Since the website
launch, two thirds of visitors are new to the site on
average.

Traffic Sources
Overview:

Search Engines, Referring Sites, and Direct Traffic are
the three sources that lead visitors to the Gateway
Corridor website. Search engine tools are how 43 percent
of June visitors found the Gateway Corridor website, a
notable increase over May’s 37 percent. This means that
more people are purposefully searching for the website.
Just as in May, referring sites, including news outlets and
city websites drove 29 percent of the traffic to the site.
Finally, direct traffic made up 28 percent. Direct traffic
represents the number of people who typed the link into
their web browser. These are people who are familiar with
the website, and are regularly checking for updates.

Referring Sites:

The following sites have successfully directed traffic to the
Gateway Corridor website through referrals in June:

The City of Oakdale – 15 visits
Washington County – 14 visits
Pioneer Press – 12 visits
Red Rock Rail – 8 visits
City of Woodbury – 5 visits

Content Overview:

This section of the Google Analytics shows which pages
within the Gateway Corridor website have been most
visited. The following numbers show how many visitors
clicked each page in June:
Homepage– 369 (34 percent)
Transit study page– 211 (20 percent)
Commission page– 133 (13 percent)

E-mail Sign-ups: The Gateway Corridor gained an additional 3 newsletter
recipients in June. A total of 242 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.

Agenda Item #9a
DATE:

August 4, 2011

TO:

Gateway Corridor Commission

FROM:

Staff

RE:

State Update

Included below is a summary of the Transportation and Capital Investment Bills that were passed as part
of the 2011 Special Session as they relate to transit.
TRANSPORTATION BILL
Passenger Rail
Funded at $500,000 yearly in 2012 and 2013 which is the same as the current biennium.
Met Council Transit Service
The system is funded at $39 million in 2012 and 2013 for a total of $78 million. This IS $25 million less
than what the system currently receives each year. However, in 2014 and 2015 the appropriation
increases to $64.9 million for a total of nearly $130 million which would bring funding levels back to
where they were in the 2010-2011 biennium.
Suburban Transit Providers (Opt-Outs)
Cut of $7.2 million from reserve funds to the suburban transit providers.
Counties Transit Improvement Board (CTIB)
CTIB shall allocate to the Met Council in FY 2012 and 2013 75% of the net cost of operations for those
transitways that were receiving sales tax funds via an operating agreement on June 30, 2011. This is an
increase from the currently language of 50% and will increase CTIB’s costs by $15.8 million a year.
Note: With the reduction on suburban transit provider funds, the use of CTIB funds and use of other Met
Council funds, the Met Council does not anticipate the need to cut routes or reduce service.
Transitway Investment
A new requirement for the Met Council/MnDOT is added as they are now required to provide a
summary financial plan that includes capital expenditures and funding sources along with committed
and proposed funding sources. Additionally, operating and maintenance costs need to be provided with
committed and proposed funding sources. The financial plan should include:
A systemwide capacity analysis for investment in guideway expansion and maintenance
o A ten year breakdown on committed and proposed funding for:
 Total capital expenditures
 Total operations and maintenance expenditures
 Total funding available for guideways, including from projected or estimated
farebox recovery



Total funding available for transit service in the metropolitan area

An evaluation of the ability of funds and their distribution for guideway investments
This must be done for all guideways for which state funds are reasonably expected to be
expended in planning, development, construction, or revenue operation during the ensuing ten
years

CAPITAL INVESTMENT BILL (BONDING BILL)
The Metropolitan Council was allocated $20 million in bonding for the Transit Capital Improvement
Program. The language included in the Bill identified nine projects/transitways that the funds could be
allocated towards. Met Council staff has prepared a memo for action at the August 8 Council
Transportation Committee meeting. The recommendations within that memo includes:
Allocate $20 million in 2011 Transit Capital Improvement Program state G.O. bonds as follows,
conditional upon CTIB providing a $3.0M capital grant to the Cedar Avenue BRT in 2012:
$11.0 M
Minneapolis Interchange
$4.0 M
Northstar Ramsey Station
$0.5 M
Newport Park-and-Ride
$1.0 M
Cedar Avenue BRT
$1.25 M
Gateway (I-94 East) Corridor
$0.25 M
Robert Street Corridor
$2.0 M
Rush Line Corridor Maplewood Mall Park-and-Ride Expansion
Approve, if requested by Washington County Regional Railroad Authority, the reallocation of
$1.25 M in Gateway (I-94 East) Corridor funds to the Newport Park-and-Ride conditional upon
WCRRA concurrently allocating $1.25 M in its CTIB funding to the Gateway (I-94 East) Corridor.
Note: The proposed shift in allocation of the bond funds from Gateway to the Newport Station would
allow the bond funds to build infrastructure and then an in-kind amount of CTIB funds from Washington
County would be allocated to the Gateway Corridor to be used towards the environmental impact
statement, which is the next step in the development of the corridor.
The schedule for approval of the use of these bond funds is:

Aug 8 – Met Council Transportation Committee (Recommendation)
Aug 17 – CTIB Meeting (Discussion / Recommendation)
Aug 22 – Met Council Transportation Committee (Recommendation)
Aug 24 – Met Council (Approval)

Action Requested:

Information

Agenda Item #9b
DATE:

August 4, 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

DEBT-CEILING UPDATE
Monday, August 01, 2011
As you may know, a deal as been struck and Congress is likely to clear a debt deal this week that would
avoid a government default, cut about $1 trillion in current spending and create a special committee to
recommend more than $1 trillion in additional reductions. We are continuously monitoring this issue
and will keep you apprised of any developments as they occur.
President Obama and Congressional Leaders announced an agreement Sunday evening that would raise
the debt ceiling through 2012, immediately cut almost $1 trillion and then set up a joint congressional
committee to recommend more than $1 trillion in further cuts. If the committee’s recommendations are
not enacted, the plan would make automatic budget cuts, a process known as sequestration, which
would take effect beginning in 2013.
Congressional Leaders hope to take up legislation Monday on a compromise plan to raise the $14.3
trillion debt ceiling and avert a looming government default this week.
Facing a Tuesday deadline to boost the government’s borrowing authority, Majority Leader Harry Reid
(D-NV) has said floor debate would begin at 12:30 p.m. Monday on a renewed motion to concur in the
House-passed debt limit vehicle (S 627) with an amendment, which will contain the new agreement. A
cloture vote on a similar procedural motion, for Reid’s own debt limit plan, was defeated by the Senate
50-49 on Sunday, short of the 60-vote threshold needed to end debate.
Sources have indicated the Senate is poised to move quickly and it is possible that the Senate could vote
on the plan as early as Monday afternoon. Agreement Outline:

The package would immediately increase the debt limit by $900 billion, with a second
installment available at the president’s request. That second installment of borrowing
authority could be between $1.2 trillion and $1.5 trillion.

The measure is expected to set discretionary spending caps of $1.043 trillion for fiscal 2012 and
$1.047 trillion for fiscal 2013, with a “firewall” between defense and non-defense spending ,
meaning that domestic accounts could not be raided to bump up security spending. The caps
would result in $917 billion in savings over ten years.
The joint congressional committee created by the legislation would be tasked with finding at
least $1.5 trillion in savings over nine years.
SENATE FY 2012 BUDGET PLAN
Chairman of the Senate Budget Committee, Senator Kent Conrad (D-ND), introduced his budget
blueprint for Fiscal Year 2012 last Thursday, July 14th. The budget resolution proposes setting
discretionary spending almost $40 billion higher than a blueprint adopted by the House in April.
A summary of Chairman Conrad’s plan was distributed earlier this week that states that discretionary
spending would be capped at $1.058 trillion — $39 billion more than the $1.019 trillion cap adopted by
the House (H Con Res 34). Sources have indicated that while Senator Conrad has no plans to hold a
committee markup on the tax and spending blueprint. He released his summary of the budget
resolution with the hope it will influence negotiations to raise the $14.3 trillion debt limit.
Conrad’s plan would allow overall discretionary spending to rise by $8 billion over the $1.050 trillion
level for the current fiscal year. Security spending, including defense and homeland security would fall
$7 billion, to $681 billion. The plan allows discretionary domestic spending to rise $15 billion, to $377
billion. Furthermore, the plan ultimately seeks to trim $4 trillion from the deficit over a decade through
a mix of spending cuts and revenue increases.
Highlights of Proposal:
Conrad’s proposal seeks to produce $4 trillion in deficit reduction over 10 years — roughly the same
amount as the House Republicans’ budget. While savings in the House plan came from spending cuts,
half of the deficit reduction in the Senate Democrats’ blueprint would come from tax increases.
According to Conrad, over the next decade the plan would:
Cut federal spending from 24 percent of gross domestic product (GDP) to 22 percent and
increase federal revenue from 14.5 percent of GDP to 19.5 percent.
Slightly reduce the national debt from 99.8 percent of GDP to 98 percent.
Maintain current individual tax rates for those making less than $500,000 and couples making
less than $1 million. Rates for taxpayers above those thresholds would rise to 39.6 percent from
35 percent. The corporate tax rate would be reduced to 29 percent from 35 percent.
Generate $2 trillion in new revenue by eliminating targeted tax benefits for individuals and
businesses by between 9 percent and 17 percent, and by “reducing tax shelters.”
Reduce revenue from the alternative minimum tax by $1.5 trillion, set the estate tax at 2009
levels, and set capital gains and dividend rates at 20 percent.
FISCAL YEAR 2012 SPENDING LEGISLATION
If congressional negotiators hash out a debt limit deal relatively soon, some Senate appropriators have
suggested that they are prepared to make quick work of their annual spending bills in the fall. Sources
suggest lawmakers from both parties, along with the White House, generally agree that any final debt
package would include spending caps for fiscal 2012. Once those limits are in place, Senator Mary

Landrieu, Chairwoman of the Homeland Security Appropriations Subcommittee, has indicated the
spending process will unfold quickly, stating she assumes that FY2012 spending bills will be ready to
move in September and October.
While waiting, Senator Landrieu and other senior appropriators are working behind the scenes to get
their bills in order with the intention of making up for lost time after the summer recess. While their
House counterparts have proceeded with a target of $30 billion in cuts for fiscal 2012 and already have
moved five bills to the floor, the Senate is proceeding this week on its first measure, the Military
Construction-VA bill (HR 2055). The House passed its version last month.
The House is attempting to finish most of its spending bills by the August recess and will probably bring
a sixth bill to the floor next week. The Financial Services appropriations bill (HR 2434) was slated to be
brought to the floor next but has run into a jurisdictional dispute with the House Ways and Means
Committee. Other possible candidates are the Commerce-Justice-Science, Interior-Environment, and
Legislative Branch bills, all of which were approved by House Appropriations this week.
Appropriators had two of their bills on the floor this week, Energy-Water (HR 2354) and Financial
Services, and they are marking up three others in full committee — Interior-Environment, Legislative
Branch and Commerce-Justice-Science. To-date 9 of the 12 bills have made it at least as far as a
subcommittee markup in the House. Appropriators have not unveiled draft versions of the
Transportation-HUD, Labor-HHS-Education and State-Foreign Operations bills, sources indicate that the
Labor-HHS-Education bill will likely serve as a forum for battles over issues related to the 2010 health
care law (PL 111-148, PL 111-152).
Chairman of the Appropriations Subcommittee on Transportation-Housing and Urban Development,
Congressman Tom Latham (R-IA), has suggested his panel’s $55.4 billion bill may not be unveiled until
September. Earlier this week, the markup of the bill, initially set for Thursday, was postponed
indefinitely. Latham’s remarks are the latest sign that the GOP may not move all 12 regular spending
bills before August recess, as has been its goal. As, the three remaining spending bills — TransportationHUD, State-Foreign Operations, and Labor-Health and Human Services — contain the bulk of $30 billion
in discretionary spending cuts proposed by House Leadership for fiscal 2012.
TRANSPORTATION
Further information on the Senate’s Highway Transportation reauthorization was released this week.
Senator Barbara Boxer (D-CA) confirmed Wednesday that the Senate bill would be a $109 billion, two
year measure. The two year length of the reauthorization would mean that the reauthorization could
be nearly fully funded, with a shortage of only $12 billion in the Highway Trust Fund. The
reauthorization will keep funding levels to 2011 levels, with an increase for inflation. Key Senate
Members have indicated that they are working to make this a bi-partisan bill.
The House of Representatives Highway Transportation reauthorization bill was released this Thursday by
Chairman John Mica (R-FL). Unlike the Senate measure, the House reauthorization is a six year, $230
billion measure. Under the reauthorization, about 70 of the near 100 programs would be cut, in what
proponents call an attempt to end redundancies. Private companies would be allowed to become more
involved in public transportation under the House plan. The reauthorization will also decrease federal
oversight, in favor of increased state control. Conflicts are anticipated, given the differences between

the House and Senate measures in length and funding. Leadership from each chamber has expressed
strong disapproval of any reauthorization of a different length.

American Public Transportation Association Legislative Alert (July 8, 2011)
House Transportation & Infrastructure Committee Republicans Release Outline of New Authorization
Proposal; House Democrats and Senate Committee Leaders Also Hold Press Events Regarding
Authorization
House Transportation & Infrastructure (T&I) Committee Chairman John Mica (R-FL) held a press
conference Thursday morning to release an outline of his six-year authorization proposal. This proposal
adheres to the fiscal constraints established by the House Budget Resolution and would authorize
approximately $230 billion over six years from the Highway Trust Fund (HTF), which is about $35 billion
annually for highway and transit programs. This funding level is a one-third cut from current levels and
represents a 19.5 percent cut from the $286 billion authorized over six years under Safe, Accountable,
Flexible, Efficient, Transportation for Equity Act: A Legacy for Users (SAFETEA-LU), the current
authorizing legislation. Chairman Mica warned that enacting a two-year bill at current levels would
require a 50 percent cut in FY 2013 to keep the HTF solvent. He did indicate that the proposal will likely
maintain current ratios between highway and transit funding.
Chairman Mica mentioned a possible hearing on the proposal may take place on July 12, but stated that
the timeline for introduction of the full text and markup is contingent upon negotiations with Democrats
and discussions with House Leadership about scheduling floor time for consideration of the bill. Many of
the bill’s details cannot be described until legislative language is introduced.
Yesterday, APTA President Bill Millar released a statement commending the chairman for advancing a
proposal, but criticizing the proposed funding levels as unacceptable. To view the statement, click here.
Mica’s bill will focus on program consolidation, streamlining the project delivery process, and greater
use of innovative financing and public-private partnerships. The bill will not contain his recent proposal
to privatize passenger rail service in the Northeast Corridor.
Subcommittee on Railroads, Pipelines, and Hazardous Materials Chairman Bill Shuster (R-PA) revealed
that the bill contains language to extend the deadline for implementation of Positive Train Control (PTC).
APTA has advocated for an extension of the deadline due to issues surrounding PTC implementation
such as funding, spectrum availability, and technological innovations.
Maximizing Existing Revenue and Expanding Private Sector Investment
In order to maximize existing revenue, Mica’s bill expands the Transportation Infrastructure Finance and
Innovation Program (TIFIA) by authorizing $1 billion per year to produce $60 billion in low interest loans
to leverage at least $120 billion in private investments for transportation projects. A TIFIA program of
this size with certain improvements, such as raising the federal financing share from 33 percent to 49
percent of project costs, is a point of agreement between Mica and Senate Environment and Public
Works Chairman Barbara Boxer’s authorization proposals.
In addition to a more robust TIFIA program, Mica’s proposal provides incentives for states to capitalize
State Infrastructure Banks (SIB) by raising the level of federal-aid highway funding that a state can

devote to a SIB from 10 percent to 15 percent. In addition, the proposal indicates that a certain amount
of funding that a state receives is required to fund SIBs.
Mica’s proposal also aims to improve the Rail Rehabilitation and Improvement Financing Program (RRIF)
by establishing a more efficient and predictable application process with more flexible loan terms, and
making the development of High Speed Passenger Rail eligible for RRIF loans.
Mica’s proposal would also encourage and reward public-private partnerships for the construction of
new rail transit systems through the New Starts process. The outline mentions removing barriers that
prevent the private sector from offering public transit services, although it is unclear what barriers are
being referenced. In addition, the proposal provides incentives to vanpools and intercity bus operators
to participate in federally supported transit services. Further, the bill requires that private intercity and
charter bus operators be granted “reasonable access” to federally funded transit facilities.
Streamlining Project Delivery and Cutting Red Tape
At the press conference, Mica stated that the $35 billion annual surface transportation investment
called for in his proposal will double in value through a more efficient project delivery process.
Mica’s proposal seeks to reduce the lengthy review process for surface transportation projects by
modifying the environmental review process, expanding eligibility for pre-construction activities, and
promoting integrated planning and programmatic approaches.
Specifically, the proposal compresses the final environmental impact statement and combines it with
the record of decision. It also provides a single system to review decisions and reduces delays by
requiring concurrent reviews and establishing deadlines for approvals and multiple modifications are
made to the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process.
In terms of public transit programs, the proposal states that streamlining measures will cut New Starts
project development time in half.
Program Reform and Reducing the Size of Government
Mica’s proposal consolidates or eliminates approximately 70 programs that he deems duplicative or do
not serve a federal purpose. Citing the Indian Reservations Road Program and the Transit on Indian
Reservations program as an example, his proposal consolidates them into a Tribal Transportation
program.
Under Mica’s proposal, states will no longer be required to spend highway funding on non-highway
activities, which refers to bicycle and pedestrian uses. While states will be allowed to fund such activities
if they wish, such flexibility will be balanced by as yet unspecified performance measures and
transparency requirements.
Mica’s proposal also contains no earmarks, and moves away from discretionary programs by repealing
those “that are unpredictable and not transparent” and redirects resources to formula programs.
However, the New Starts and Small Starts programs will remain. Performance management and
measures will be established for all formula grant programs.

The proposal also calls for increasing the percentage of formula dollars available for suburban and rural
areas, and programs that support transit services for the elderly and disabled. The proposal consolidates
human services transportation programs (Elderly and Disabled Program, Job Access and Reverse
Commute, and New Freedom) into one program. Further details on these changes are not yet available.
In order to improve transit safety, the proposal aims to strengthen the rail transit safety oversight
program without creating a new federal transit safety agency, although no details are available.
House Democrats Respond to Republican Transportation Proposal
House Transportation & Infrastructure Ranking Member Nick Rahall (D-WV), joined by Subcommittee on
Highways and Transit Ranking Member Peter DeFazio and other Committee Democrats held a news
conference following the event held by Chairman Mica. Lamenting the lack of bipartisan input into the
proposal, Rahall described it as the “Republican Road to Ruin” and cited the proposal as a missed
opportunity to address the nation’s infrastructure deficit, jumpstart economic growth, and put
Americans back to work.
Several other House T&I Committee Democrats joined in criticizing the proposal for not providing
sufficient funds to address needs and preserve jobs.
Senate Action
Immediately following Mica’s unveiling of his surface transportation proposal, senior members of the
Senate Committee on Banking, Housing & Urban Affairs, including Chairman Tim Johnson (D-SD),
condemned the proposal, releasing an analysis that shows that the House-passed GOP budget/Mica
proposal would eliminate more than 140,000 jobs as a result of cuts to public transportation funding.
On Wednesday, July 6 Senate Environment and Public Works (EPW) Committee Chairman Barbara Boxer
(D-CA) held a press conference to discuss her efforts to build bipartisan consensus for a two-year surface
transportation authorization bill that would authorize funding for Fiscal Year (FY) 2012 and FY 2013 at
current levels, adjusted for inflation. Using the Spring 2011 numbers reported by the Congressional
Budget Office (CBO) as a baseline, her proposal would authorize $109 billion over two years, including
$4.4 billion from the General Fund of the U.S. Treasury for mass transit programs such as New Starts.
As discussed in APTA’s previous legislative alert, a $12 billion funding gap must be filled in order to fund
this two-year proposal. It is likely that Senate action on the funding issue will be dictated by the results
of the debt ceiling/deficit reduction negotiations that are ongoing between President Obama and
Republican Leadership.
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Included below is a summary of the Commission and AA Study meetings through June.
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TO: Gateway Corridor Commission
FROM: Tunheim
RE: Gateway Corridor Second Round of Open Houses Coverage July 2011
DATE: 8/2/11

Below are numbers garnered for print and online media coverage regarding the
second round of the Gateway Corridor’s open houses for the month of July 2011.

Print:


Hudson Star Observer, July 19, 2011



Pioneer Press, July 19, 2011



Finance & Commerce, July 22, 2011



Leader Telegram Eau Claire, July 22, 2011



Woodbury Bulletin, July 27, 2011

Online:

tel 952.851.1600

5 articles

8 articles



East Side Pride, July 19, 2011



Volume One, July 19, 2011



Woodbury Patch, July 19, 2011



Hudson Patch, July 20, 2011



Oakdale Patch, July 22, 2011



KSTP, July 25, 2011



Oakdale Patch, July 26, 2011



Woodbury Patch, July 27, 2011

Gateway Corridor Commission open house
July 19, 2011

Gateway Corridor Commission open house, 5-7 p.m., lower level of the St. Croix County
Government Center, 1101 Carmichael Road. Short presentation at 5:30 p.m. regarding
the goals and objectives of the Alternatives Analysis (AA), possible routes and stops that
are being evaluated and the upcoming evaluation and environmental screening process.
Staff available to answer questions, opportunity for attendees to provide both written and
verbal comments. Gateway Corridor Project Team at
gatewaycorridor@washington.mn.us, 651-430-4300, www.thegatewaycorridor.com.

8 transit options under review for Gateway Corridor
Next system could run from Minneapolis to Eau Claire
Bill Clements
July 22, 2011

Some 90,000 vehicles cross from Wisconsin into Minnesota along Interstate 94’s
Gateway Corridor each day, according to recent studies. By the time the corridor
reaches downtown St. Paul, the number of vehicles increases to 150,000. Population
along the corridor, now estimated at 300,000, is growing fast.
To Lake Elmo Mayor Dean Johnston, the reason for doing long-term planning for a new
transit corridor from Minneapolis to Eau Claire, Wis., is pretty simple.
It’s to keep the taxpayers happy — whether or not they realize it in the beginning.
―What makes for unhappy taxpayers is when problems aren’t anticipated and solved
before they happen — gridlock is a perfect example,‖ said Johnston, the city’s mayor
since 2004 and vice chairman of the Gateway Corridor Commission.
The Gateway Corridor follows Interstate 94 the 90 or so miles from Minneapolis to Eau
Claire,
Wis. The proposed project is now in what’s called the ―alternative analysis‖ phase, which
should wrap up by May.
But the road to a Gateway transit corridor has not been without potholes. At first, more
than a few east metro leaders were skeptical about spending money — the alternative
analysis is costing $1.5 million — on such long-range planning. Some remain skeptical
about the need for a transit corridor in the first place.
Next week, two open houses will attempt to answer the public’s questions.
Johnston, whose city has long been considered a bit isolationist in its drive to protect its
open space, disagrees with the skeptics. He thinks that different sections of the
Minneapolis-Eau Claire trip need different types of transit to thrive economically.
―It’s easy for people to say they are against light rail,‖ Johnston said. ―The question is,
are they against light rail between Hudson [Wis.] and Eau Claire? Well, I am, too.
―But am I against light rail between Minneapolis and St. Paul? No. Light rail has become
the biggest stimulus for economic development for that region. That was the right
solution,‖ he said, referring to the nearly $1 billion Central Corridor line under
construction.
Johnston added that it’s ―not appropriate to be against a specific mode of transportation
until you’ve looked at the needs and costs.‖

Gateway Corridor backers point to growing population along the route, and the number
of large companies like Maplewood-based 3M Co., Ecolab and Securian Financial, both
in St. Paul, that are located in the corridor or rely on it.
They also point to two recent studies by MnDOT that concluded the already congested I94
corridor will worsen without new transportation capacity — studies that are helping
increase support for the effort.
Some 90,000 vehicles cross from Wisconsin into Minnesota along I-94’s Gateway
Corridor each day. By the time the corridor reaches downtown St. Paul, the number of
vehicles increases to
150,000. Population along the corridor, now estimated at 300,000, is growing fast.
―The support out there for this is becoming strong,‖ said Ramsey County Commissioner
Rafael Ortega, a member of the Gateway Corridor Commission. ―A lot of mayors that
were skeptical have become champions.‖
Recently, the corridor commission decided to add an eighth transit option for detailed
study based
on recommendations from its policy advisory committee, as well as comments received
at four public open houses held in February and March.
―It’s kind of neat to think the public open houses are doing their job,‖ said Lisa Weik,
chairwoman of the Gateway commission and a commissioner of the Washington County
Board. ―We don’t just listen — we act on what the public suggests.‖
The options under study are:
» Express buses from St. Paul-Minneapolis to Woodbury;
» Express buses from St. Paul-Minneapolis to Eau Claire;
» Bus rapid transit from Minneapolis to Hudson on I-94;
» Bus rapid transit from Minneapolis to Hudson through St. Paul’s East Side;
» Light rail transit from St. Paul to Hudson on I-94;
» Light rail transit from St. Paul to Hudson through St. Paul’s East Side;
» Commuter rail from Minneapolis to Eau Claire;
» Buses in ―managed lanes‖ from St. Paul/Minneapolis to Hudson on I-94.
The Gateway Corridor Commission is hosting two informational open houses next week
— one
from 5 to 7 p.m. Tuesday at Woodbury City Hall, 8301 Valley Creek Road; the other from
5 to 7 p.m. Thursday at Metro State University in St. Paul, 645 E. Seventh St., in the
Ecolab Community Room.
The commission held two open houses this week in Hudson and Eau Claire.
For the $1.5 million alternative analysis, Washington County kicked in $550,000;
Ramsey County,
$500,000; the Federal Transit Administration (FTA), $250,000, and the Metropolitan
Council, 200,000.

The St. Paul office of Englewood, Colo.-based consultant firm CH2M Hill has the $1.5
million contract to analyze the alternatives, said Ted Schoenecker, transportation
planning manager for Washington County and project manager of the Gateway Corridor
Commission.
The study will decide whether the project should move forward — it could decide on a
―no build‖ alternative.
If the study decides the project should move forward, it will produce what is known as a
―locally preferred alternative‖ route and, in this case, a combination of types of transit, by
next spring,
Schoenecker said.
The local preference would have to be approved and adopted by the Metropolitan
Council before the project could start its draft environmental impact statement, which
takes 18 to 24 months,
Schoenecker said.
After the draft environmental study is done, the project could then ask the FTA for
permission to
enter preliminary engineering.
For comparison’s sake, the Southwest Corridor light rail transit project is awaiting FTA
approval to enter preliminary engineering.
Gateway backers say if all goes well, construction of a new transitway corridor would be
finished in 10 years or so.
―We need to study the different needs of the different sections over the next 20 years, so
we can anticipate those needs and keep them from becoming problems where we have
to be reactive,‖ Johnston said.

Group gathering feedback on transit route to Twin Cities
By Rob Hanson
July 22, 2011

A Twin Cities survey group visited Eau Claire Thursday evening to ask community
members what kind of alternate transportation they would support between downtown
Minneapolis and the Chippewa Valley.
About a dozen people showed up for the hourlong presentation put on by Gateway
Corridor, which comprises representatives from Ramsey and Washington counties in
Minnesota, as well as communities along the Interstate 94 corridor between the Twin
Cities and Eau Claire.
Ted Schoenecker, planning manager for Washington County and a member of Gateway
Corridor, said about 300,000 people live along the corridor, or about the population of St.
Paul.
Many of them, Schoenecker said, commute daily to the Twin Cities. With populations
rising and more people commuting, Schoenecker said the already congested I-94 will
get worse.
"You're basically giving people options," Schoenecker said of the project. "Kind of the
general direction the country is going is we're not building more and more and more
lanes.
"So we've got to be smarter and work better on how we get more people on our facilities
more efficiently."
The committee recommended four means of alternate transportation: light rail, commuter
rail, rapid transit busing - a lane for buses and car pools, as well as a toll road for singleoccupant vehicles - and conventional bus transit.
The committee will visit communities along the corridor through the end of the month.
Following the meetings, suggestions from residents will be pooled and recommendations
will be made to regional railway authorities.
Schoenecker said he expects Gateway Corridor to return to Eau Claire in early 2012 for
further community input.
As for a realistic date for when an alternate mode of transportation could be
implemented, Schoenecker said it will be a while.
Right now, the goal is to find out how many people potentially would use the new
transportation and how much it would cost.

Following the preliminary investigation, more research will have to be done into the
environmental impact and planning, which could take two to three years. If all goes well
up to that point, discussions about funding will follow.
Hanson can be reached at 715-833-9206, 800-236-7077 or rob.hanson@ecpc.com.

Transit plan calls for station in Woodbury
Woodbury would be home to at least two major stops in a transit plan linking St. Paul
with Eau Claire, Wis
July 27, 2011
Mike Longaecker

Woodbury would be home to at least two major stops in a transit plan linking St. Paul
with Eau Claire, Wis.
Under a plan released last week by a commission tasked with mapping out transit
possibilities along Interstate 94, Woodbury would see transit stations for either bus-rapid
transit or light rail.
According to the Gateway Corridor Commission, those stations would be located at
Radio Drive and Hudson Road and at Woodbury Drive and Hudson Road.
Another station on Manning Avenue also is proposed; the commission said that stop
could be located on either the Woodbury or Lake Elmo side of I-94.
New park-and-ride stations also would be developed near Woodbury Drive and Hudson
Road, according to the commission.
A second location on Manning Avenue – also to be sited either north or south of the
interstate – would also call for new park-and-ride development.
Local residents got an up-close look at the revised options Tuesday at Woodbury City
Hall. Another open house event for transit options will be 5 p.m. Thursday at
Metropolitan State University’s Dayton’s Bluff Library.
Members of the Gateway Corridor Commission are studying which of several transit
options would best serve commuters heading into the next 30 years, when congestion
on the interstate corridor is projected to swell.
Options include bus rapid-transit, light rail, commuter rail and managed lanes for bus
rapid-transit.
Commissioners are expected to settle on a choice – which could involve no changes to
the current system – in March 2012.

Gateway Corridor Open House
July 2011

The Gateway Corridor Commission announced today four open houses will be held in
July to present to the public eight revised transit options, as well as possible station
locations in the corridor, from downtown Minneapolis through Saint Paul and east to Eau
Claire, Wisconsin.
The open houses will have a short presentation at 5:30 p.m. regarding the goals and
objectives of the Alternatives Analysis (AA), possible routes and stops that are being
evaluated and the upcoming evaluation and environmental screening process. Staff will
be available to answer questions, and there will be an opportunity for attendees to
provide both written and verbal comments.
For additional information about the public open houses and the AA, contact the
Gateway Corridor Project Team at gatewaycorridor@washington.mn.us or 651-4304300, or visit www.thegatewaycorridor.com. To request an ASL or language interpreter,
please contact the project team no later than Friday, July 15. All facilities are accessible
to persons with disabilities.

INTERSTATE 94: Corridor group seeks public input
Elizabeth Mohr
19 July 2011

The Gateway Corridor Commission will hold public meetings this week and next to
gather more public input on transit plans along Interstate 94.
Meetings will be held from 5 to 7 p.m. Thursday at Chippewa Valley Technical College in
Eau Claire, Wis.; Tuesday at Woodbury City Hall; and July 28 at the Dayton's Bluff
Library at Metropolitan State University in St. Paul.
The Gateway Corridor is along I-94 between St. Paul/Minneapolis and Eau Claire. A
study was launched last fall to look at ways to alleviate traffic congestion, including light
rail, commuter rail, bus rapid transit or a managed lane.
There are currently eight transit options on the table.
The commission is seeking feedback on the proposed options and possible transit
station sites.
For more information, go to thegatewaycorridor.com.

Thursday: Gateway Corridor open house
Max Grone
19 July 2011

On Thursday July 21, from 5-7pm Chippewa Valley Technical College will host an open
house to discuss the alternative transit routes being studied for the Gateway Corridor
project.
For those of you who (like me a few minutes ago) have no idea what the Gateway
Corridor is, it’s the stretch of I-94 from St. Paul, Minn. to Eau Claire. Ideas currently on
the table are light rail, commuter rail, and rapid bus transit.
If you want to share your ideas on the topic or just want to learn more about it, visit the
Gateway Corridor site for more info and a schedule of open houses.

Gateway Corridor Commission Open House
Betsy Rowley

Where: Woodbury City Hall, 8301 Valley Creek Rd, Woodbury, MN 55125
Date: July 26, 2011
Time: 5:00pm–7:00pm
·

In the Ash/Birch Room on the main floor of city hall, the public is invited to learn
about the eight revised transit options for the corridor from downtown
Minneapolis through St. Paul to Eau Claire, Wisconsin.

Gateway Corridor Commission Holds Open House in
Hudson to Discuss Mass Transit Options Along I-94
By Micheal Foley and Patty Busse
July 20, 2011

Some of the options include bus service, others include light rail service. One option
includes commuter rail service all the way to Eau Claire along existing tracks.
The Gateway Corridor Commission transit alternatives all include a Hudson station. The
conceptualized spot for this station is the now closed Wisconsin Tourism Center just off
Interstate 94. Gateway Corridor Commission
Members of the public were invited to attend an open house on Tuesday put on at the
St. Croix County Government Center by the Gateway Corridor Commission. The group
put on the open house so the public could get the opportunity to learn about the group's
transit plans from downtown Minneapolis through St. Paul, Woodbury, Hudson and all
the way to Eau Claire.
The group has identified eight transit alternatives to study in greater detail over the next
several months. Some of the options include bus service, others include light rail service.
One option includes commuter rail service along existing tracks.
The City of Hudson recently appointed Leif Halverson to represent Hudson on the
commission, and he thinks at this point light rail would be the best option.
"I think the ideal solution for the Gateway Corridor would be the implementation of light
rail transit as it would have the greatest flexibity for commuter scheduling," Halverson
said. "Commuter rail is appealing in that it would utilize existing resources however it is
limited in the number of trips per day."
Halverson also expressed concerns that many Hudson residents may balk at the idea of
transit because of the costs involved and the extremely long timeline. Federal funding
will be sought after the commission completes its studies, and depending on which
alternative is chosen, it could take until 2030 to see the completion of the project.
"Our community needs to embrace this transportation development with our state motto
in mind—Forward—in that future generations will reap the benefits from our forethought
and planning to move toward more efficient, environmentally sound means of public
transport, rather than continually embellishing our crumbling, antiquated highway
system," Halverson said.

What is the Gateway Corridor?
The Gateway Corridor, is a portion of the I-94 corridor that follows the interstate from
Eau Claire to Minneapolis.
What are the alternatives being studied?
Alternative 1: The ―no build‖ option would maintain current express bus service from the
central cities to Woodbury. The buses would travel on MnPASS lanes between
Minneapolis and St. Paul and then use the shoulder when traffic is moving slow between
St. Paul and Woodbury.
Alternative 2: This option is the same as the first option, except it adds express bus
service all the way to Eau Claire from the central cities.
Alternative 3: This option would incorporate bus rapid transit—similar to express bus
service, but faster—in a MnPASS lane from Minneapolis to St. Paul and a bus-only lane
from St. Paul to Hudson along Interstate 94. Express buses would connect Hudson to
Eau Claire.
Alternative 4: This option would be the same as Option 3, however the route would travel
along Seventh Street in St. Paul and would travel along Hudson Road in Woodbury.
Alternative 5: This option provides light rail transit from St. Paul’s Union Depot to Hudson
along Interstate 94. Express buses would connect Hudson to Eau Claire.
Alternative 6: This option provides light rail transit on a more windy route than Option 5.
The route would travel down Seventh Street in. St. Paul, then travel along Interstate 94
starting at White Bear Avenue, and then travel along Hudson Road in Woodbury and
connect back with Interstate 94. Express buses would connect Hudson to Eau Claire.
Alternative 7: The seventh option would create commuter rail from Minneapolis to Eau
Claire using existing track. There are two potential routes to the Union Depot in St. Paul.
From the Depot, the route would travel along Union Pacific Railroad tracks north of
Interstate 94 to Eau Claire.
Alternative 8: The eighth option would use MnPASS lanes from Minneapolis to Hudson.
The option would include adding Park and Ride lots throughout the corridor. Express
buses would connect Hudson to Eau Claire.
What is the timeline for studying this corridor, and building something there?
The Gateway Corridor study started in October 2010, said Traffic Engineer Ted
Schoenecker. After this round of open houses, there will be one more round in early
2012 at which a cost/benefit analysis of each option will be available. Then the study
should be complete in April or May of 2012, he said. After that, ―If everything were to go
sequentially, funding was available, a corridor of this size could probably be operational
somewhere around the 2022 timeframe,‖ he said. It will depend on the political
environment and the scope and size of the project, he said.

What has changed since the last round of open houses last February?
Due to the feedback from the public, the Gateway Corridor Commission changed the
alignment of a proposed bus rapid transit or light rail transit route that would have
traveled along 10th Street in Oakdale. Now those routes will travel along the frontage
road just north of Interstate 94, stopping at the Sun Ray Shopping Center, 3M and the
The Oaks (Carlson) Business Park in Oakdale, and then head either straight down
Interstate 94 or through Woodbury along Hudson Road, Schoenecker said. The other
new option being considered is adding a MnPASS lane along the corridor. These lanes
are free to buses and carpoolers, but individual drivers have to pay a toll to use them.
Also since the last open houses, the commission has started putting stations on the
map.
Are there any proposed stations in Hudson?
Yes. For all eight alternatives, the commission is hoping to use the now
closed Wisconsin Tourism Center as a bus and/or light rail station just off of Interstate 94
near Carmichael Road. Alternative 7, which includes commuter rail all the way to Eau
Claire, would include a Hudson station near the intersection of County Road U and
Highway 12 in the town of Hudson. That would be in addition to the proposed
Carmichael transit station.
Are you getting a lot of feedback from Wisconsin residents?
―Yes and no,‖ Schoenecker said. Since the major infrastructure for most of the
alternatives other than commuter rail ends in Hudson, their support tends to be toward
commuter rail, he said, because they’re looking at high-speed rail through that corridor.
Are there other ways to give feedback without attending an open house?
Yes, you can email your comments to gatewaycorridor@gmail.com.

Oakdale Residents Asked to Weigh In on the Future of
Transit Along I-94
By Patty Busse
July 22, 2011

The Gateway Corridor Commission will hold an open house Tuesday, July 26.
Option 1
The ―no build‖ option would maintain current express bus service from the central cities
to Woodbury. The buses would travel on MnPASS lanes between Minneapolis and St.
Paul and then use the shoulder when traffic is moving slow between St. Paul and
Woodbury.
The group working on a plan for future transit along Interstate 94 from Wisconsin into St.
Paul and Minneapolis is giving local residents another chance to look at their plans, and
give feedback.
The Gateway Corridor Commission will have an open house from 5 to 7 p.m. Tuesday,
July 26, at Woodbury City Hall where maps of the eight different options for transit along
the corridor will be on display, and the elected officials and government staffers who are
on the commission will be around to answer questions and take feedback.
―Coming out of this open house we want to have affirmation or confirmation that we have
the right alternatives and these alternatives are reasonable and sound alternatives,‖ said
Washington County Traffic Engineer Ted Schoenecker.
The options include commuter rail, light rail, bus rapid transit and express buses.
All of the alternatives would pass through Oakdale or very close to the southern border,
however, three of the options would stop in Oakdale.
The possibilities include bus rapid transit or light rail transit routes that would stop at The
Oaks (Carlson) Business Park, and commuter rail along existing track that would stop on
Ideal Avenue.
Oakdale Community Development Director Bob Streetar said especially with the options
that stop at the business park, the city would like to see whatever mode of transit is

chosen move Oakdale workers into the central cities, but also move residents in the
central cities out to Oakdale for work.
―We want to make sure if there are people living in St. Paul, that they can get out to the
suburban work locations,‖ he said.
The Oaks Business Park, located at the northeast quadrant of Interstate 94 and
Interstate 694 could contain up to 650,000 square feet of commercial space, which will
mean hundreds of jobs, Streetar said.
Here are a few facts about the Gateway Corridor:
What is the Gateway Corridor?
The Gateway Corridor, formerly known as the I-94 corridor, follows the interstate from
Eau Claire, WI, to Minneapolis.
What is the timeline for studying this corridor, and building something there?
The Gateway Corridor study started in October of 2010, said Washington County Traffic
Engineer Ted Schoenecker. After this round of open houses, there will be one more
round in early 2012 at which a cost/benefit analysis of each option will be available.
Then the study should be complete in April or May of 2012, he said. After that, ―If
everything were to go sequentially, funding was available, a corridor of this size could
probably be operational somewhere around the 2022 timeframe,‖ he said. It will depend
on the political environment and the scope and size of the project, he said.
What has changed since the last round of open houses last February?
Due to the feedback from the public, the Gateway Corridor Commission changed the
alignment of a proposed bus rapid transit or light rail transit route that would have
traveled along 10th Street in Oakdale. Now those routes will travel along the frontage
road just north of Interstate 94, stopping at the Sun Ray Shopping Center, 3M and the
The Oaks (Carlson) Business Park in Oakdale, and then head either straight down
Interstate 94 or through Woodbury along Hudson Road, Schoenecker said. The other
new option being considered is adding a MnPASS lane along the corridor. These lanes
are free to buses and carpoolers, but individual drivers have to pay a toll to use them.
Also since the last open houses, the commission has started putting stations on the
map.
Are there any proposed stations in Oakdale?
Yes, Options 4 or 6, which would use either bus rapid transit or light rail transit would
stop at The Oaks (Carlson) Business Park in Oakdale. Also, the commuter rail option
would stop at a Park and Ride lot on Ideal Avenue in Oakdale.
Are there other ways to give feedback without attending an open house?
Yes, you can email your comments to Gatewaycorridor@gmail.com.

I-94 Corridor Gateway Open House
Rebekah Wood
th
July 25 , 2011

You can find out more about 8 transit options along I-94 between downtown Minneapolis
to Western Wisconsin that are under consideration by the Gateway Corridor
Commission at an open house Tuesday, July 16th. The open house will be at Woodbury
City Hall on Valley Creek Road from 5-7 PM.

Five Things You Should Know Today: July 26
By Patty Busse
July 26, 2011

Have your say in future I-94 transit tonight; session on origami takes place today at the
Woodbury library.
There is a 20 percent chance of showers and thunderstorms after 1 p.m. today,
according to the National Weather Service forecast. Otherwise, the weather will be
sunny, with a high of 85, the forecast says.
The Oakdale City Council meets tonight at 5 p.m. for a workshop meeting where
members are scheduled to discuss the city budget and state law changes affecting
property taxes. Following that, at the regular meeting at 7 p.m., they’re scheduled to talk
about the possibility of re-opening the bathrooms at Tanners Lake Park and the future of
the old nature center building.
Now is your chance to help design future transit along Interstate 94. Share your opinions
on routes, stops and modes of transit (light rail, commuter rail and buses are being
considered) at an open house at Woodbury City Hall tonight from 5 to 7 p.m.
A mobile surgical unit is offering low-cost spay and neuter services for cats, dogs and
rabbits will be at Sgt. Peppers Grille and Bar today. For more information visit
www.kindestcutmn.com.
Kids and teens can practice Origami, the Japanese art of paper-folding to make cranes
and nesting boxes from 2 to 4 p.m. today at the R.H. Stafford Branch Library in
Woodbury. Bring a ruler and scissors.

Buses? Light Rail? Woodbury Hears Transit Options For
I-94
By Kris Janisch
July 27, 2011

The Gateway Corridor Commission held an open house at Woodbury City Hall on
Tuesday.
Woodbury resident Joe Weyer recently returned from a trip to Chicago, a city renowned
for its public transportation system.
―We rode everywhere,‖ he said. ―That’s the way it should be.‖
Weyer was among those who attended an open house Tuesday about future transit
options along Interstate 94. The meeting was part of the process for the Gateway
Corridor study, which is examining the possibilities—from ―no build‖ to buses to light
rail—along the stretch of I-94 from Eau Claire, Wis., to Minneapolis.
Area transportation officials and Gateway Corridor Commission members were at the
open house to outline the eight alternatives now under consideration and gather
feedback from residents, said Washington County Traffic Engineer Ted Schoenecker.
For a detailed description of the transit options, click here.
Weyer, who works in Roseville, said he’s been keeping tabs on the plans and would like
to see mass transit improved in the east metro, where it’s been ―long ignored.‖
―It’s a much more efficient way of moving people,‖ he said, adding that he would like to
see light rail come through Woodbury.
Congestion is the driving force behind the study, officials said during a presentation at
City Hall. There will be 30,000 more jobs and a 30 percent population increase along the
corridor over the next two decades, and that will only exacerbate the traffic problems.
Connie Halfpenny, of Woodbury, said the area is ready for improved mass transit.
―Traffic is getting worse and worse,‖ she said.
Halfpenny used to live in a suburb of Boston. ―I always took the train,‖ she said.
She said she didn’t favor any of the particular alternatives presented Tuesday, but
believes mass transit has to be part of the Woodbury area’s future.
―You can only make the roads so wide,‖ Halfpenny said.
The alternatives have been expanded from seven to eight over the past few months, and
officials have refined the options, including adding potential station locations,

Schoenecker said. Those could be walk-up spots, park and rides locations or connecting
with neighborhoods.
Still, the Gateway Corridor Commission is hoping to hear back from residents on the
plans, which are required should a request for federal funding ever be made for transit
along I-94. To comment on the plans, email gatewaycorridor@gmail.com.
The Washington County Board recently met with area lawmakers, who seemed to favor
buses to light rail, mainly citing the fact that buses are less costly and can change more
easily than rail should the population shift.
Those factors will be weighed once the Alternative Analysis Study comes back,
Schoenecker said, and officials should have more accurate estimates of costs for each
option next spring.
In the meantime, he said it would be a ―rigorous, open, transparent process.‖

