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Why Consider a Major Public Transit
Improvement in the KRM Corridor?

» TO support and promote nigner density infill
gevelopment and reaevel ’
efficiencies for public infr

Icluding transpoertation

 JoO contribute to efti
ygtem, Including re 11e
ongestion, air poliution and
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Why Consider a Major Public Transit
Improvement in the KRM Corridor? (cont.)

IC developmenit by providing
acces

144) oroveJ abor force accessi OJJ 1Y

To ennhance qguality of life by providing choice of travel
moade and to permit the reduction In nousenolad
@/_p@mduures onN transportation, permitting greater
Savings, other expenditures, anad a nigher standard of
lIVIRnG
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To better connect southeastern Wisconsin
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Improve accessinility to and enhance GMIA; arts,
cCulture, and entertainment venues; and colleges
and universities
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Public Transit Alternatives
INn the KRM Corridor

. Commuter rail

= |mproved bus service over existing streets
anad nighaways
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Rail Service

Connect Milwaukee and Racine to
existing Chicagoe-Kenosha commuiter
rarl ' '

S3-mile extension using existing
Union Pacific Railroad (UP) and
Canadian Pacific Railway (CP)
freight lines '

9 stations
= EXisting stations at Kenosha and
Milwaukee
= New Stations at Somers, Racine,
Caledonia, Oak Creek, South
Milwaukee, Cudahy-St. Francis,
and Milwaukee South Side



Proposed KRM Commuter
Rail Service (cont.)
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Proposed KRM Commuter
Rail Service (cont.)

e kee and Chicago
A.M. and to Chicago In P.M.)
PrRailroad and provide timead-transter
2nosha and Waukegan to Metra
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Proposed Bus Service

Alternative

fhe pbus alternative IS, an Improvead anad expanded PuUs
Service
» The best that can be done with improved and expanded bus
Service over existing streets and 'rumvvm\ S 'to provide a similal
Service as commuter rail, while maintaining the unique
advantages of bus service
= Expansion and ennancement ol the existing Wisconsin Coach
Lines service and the MCTS Freeway Flyer Route 48 service
Soutn off Oak Creek, service routed primarily along STiH 52
North off Oak Creek, service splits Into two routes
= Via South Milwaukee, Cudany, St. Francis and Milwaulkee’s
Souith Sigde along Packard Avenue and Lake Parkway

Via Oak Creek and Generall Mitchell International Alrport along
= J
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Proposed Bus Service
Alternative (cont.)
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assemnger information syster
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Proposed Bus Service

Alternative (cont.)

Local area service
= All buses travel the length of the Milwaukee central business
district to provide local distriution and coellection
" Direct service to and from General Mitchell International Alrport
lior buses that do not serve soutn Milwaukee and Cudahy-St.
Francis stations
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Inated with Metra commuter train service

* Service provided o/ meeting existing Metra trains at either
iKenosha or Waulkegan
- One new train between Kenosha and Chicagoe (to Kenosha: in A.M. and
to Chic

Kenosha-Racine-Milwaukee Commuter Link




Evaluation and Comparison of

Commuter Rail and Bus Alternatives

- chl_\jsJ time andl speed
= Travel reliability, comfort, and convenienc
" Tramnsit rdership

.

J
s Alternative during IH 94 freeway reconstruction

= Ailr pollutant emissions and energy Impacts
ficl d |

" Promoting more etficient development and redevelopmen

" Providing lncreased accessibility to jols

' Encouraging corridor economic developmenit By more closely linking
Soutiheasterrm Wisconsiin and nortiheastern JJJJrJQJs

" Providing improved acecessibility te General Mitchell International Alrport

= Providing improved accessibility to arts, culture, and entertainment

" Prowviding improved accessibility to colleges and universities

s Capital and operating costs
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SPeed travel time
Commuter Rail S mpn 92 MiNULes

20'to' 29 mpn.  83ito 108 minutes
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Evaluation and Comparison:
Travel Reliability

ﬁ
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J Qpera't]' a Separate non-hignway rignit-o
Way/, it would not be affected by the un oracJngabJe
hature of rush-hour automobile and Lruck ‘raffic

s |t would have priority over street and nignway
traffic at crossings and over freigmnt trafic on
rallreads

» Inclement weather \J\/JlJJ J 'ravg little impact, this
Delng especially Importanit during the winter
season
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Evaluation and Comparison:
Comfort and Convenience
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s Commuter raul | attract alkout twice as, imany/
NEW trips to transit on an average weekday as
would bus: 2,200 vs. 1,200
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Evaluation and Comparison:
Passenger-Miles
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Evaluation and Comparison:
Impact on Highway System
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Evaluation and Comparison:

Alternative During IH 94 Reconstruction

s Commuiter railfwill provide a fal SUpPErior
dlternative mode ol travel auring I 94
feconstruction over the next 20 years
compared to a pbus alternative
s, Commuiter rail will be apble to attract signiticantly/
more traffic from liH 94 whnich willl e limited In
capacity over 10 to 15 years

s, Commuiter rail willl offer an alternative wnicn will
pe competitive with automopile travel time anad
wWilll be unaftected by Increased lH 94 freeway and
Colridor congestion
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Evaluation and Comparison:

Air Pollutant Emissions
and Energy Consumption

Commuter ranwoula contripute to a greater
feduction Invenicle generated air pollutanit
EMISSIoNS anad vVenicle energy consumpition
[N Proporuion to Its potential to attract
greater transit ridersnip, Ionger trips By
Lransit, and new: transit trps
s, Additionall reductions In air poliutant emissions
anad energy consumption may be expected aue to
commuiter rail’s, potential to encourage more
efficient nigher density Infilll development and
fedevelopment

Kenosha-Racine-Milwaukee Commuter Link




()
\©

| ——

>

) ) @

\

\{>

® (s

L

Evaluation and Comparison:

More Efficient Development
and Redevelopment

mMmuter ran will nave the potential to
SUIT 1IN’ mMore efficient nigner density: lanad
velopment anadl redevelopment areund Its
ations In the corridor anad reduce urioan
fawWi

Encourage adesirabnle needed and planned
gevelopmenit In central cities ol Milwaukee,
Racine, and Kenosha and Inner, older SUkUKDS ol
Cuaany, St. Francis, and South Milwaukee
Encourage higher density more efficient
gevelopment In developing communities off Oak
Creek, Caledonia, and Somers
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Evaluation and Comparison:

More Efficient Development
and Redevelopment (cont.)

Commuiter rail may be expected to support, and
ASSISt 1IN Bringing about, planned development around
Its O stations of up to:

» 21,100 residential units

s 71,000 jobs

o /.64 million square feet of retail space

s 4.66 million square feet of office space
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Evaluation and Comparison:

Economic Impact of Development
and Redevelopment

= Economic impact oif potential ae
Arounad the S commuiter raillf stal

s |ncrease in assessed valuation of $7.8 billien

s, [Acrease In retail sales ol $ 750 million

s [NIS does not Include the spiliover of development
and reaevelopment, and Increased land and
property values whnich will occur In neignnornoods
adjacent to the immediate station areas
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Evaluation and Comparison:

Accessibility to Jobs

» Due to ]'ts

nigher average speeds and resultin

commuter rail will provide greater accessibility ro the SJJ irficani

AUmBEr of jos In the KRM / northeastern llinols corridor
Corridor Jobs (A mile station radius—Yealr 2000)

= Downtowin Milwaukee 110,300

= Milwaukee County 21,600

= Kenosha and Racine Counties 28,200

"  Chicago North Shore Suburhs 95,100

= Chicago Nortl Side 58,500

= Downtown Chicago 599,400

= This corridor provides access to far more jobs than any other

potential tramn Sit C JJrrJrJr F, ior example, compared to a Milwaukee —
Qr onomowoc commuter rail or Milwaukee — Waukesha EXPress bus

OFIridor:
= More than 4 times more Jobs

Nt more Jobs (It Downtown Chicago Jons noit
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Evaluation and Comparison:

Accessibility to Jobs (cont.)

- The KRM commuter rail provides this jolb access to central city
residents, and in particular mmor]' y ODO'JJEL‘JQFJS, low Income
populations, and those without an automobile and dependent upor
punlic transit

" For example, an estimated 245,9 900, or —rl percent, of City of
Milwaukee residents reside //Jz'mr 3 mile of the two proposed KRV
train stations In the City off Milwaulkee, some witthin walking
distance and others within a short connecting bus or shuttle ride or
drive or drop-off by automobile. Of these City residents, 59 %, or
145,400, are minorities (slightly higher than the City as a whole),
Including 72,100 Black/iAfrican Americans and 57,900 Hispanics

5 The number of Jebs accessible to these City of Milwaulkee residents
(not Including downi rovvr Milwaukee) by KRM commuter rail totals
OVEer BD0,0DOJ BS In total, 200,000 jobs not Including downtowin
Chicago, and 140, QOQJ oI9S not Including the Downtown and Nortih
Side of Chicac (e]e This cCan be compared to Milwaukee —
Oconomowoc commuter rail and Milwaukee — Waukesha EXPIESS
pus at 60,000 and _IDD,ODDJQ,'OS, respectively (also not including
CJQJ/(JEJ\J\/H Millwaukee).
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Evaluation and Comparison:

Corridor Economic Development
and Growth
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_—¥ Evaluation and Comparison:. Benefits for

General Mitchell International Airport
(GMIA)

= Commuter raill througn Its tTaster speeds and
= ) ) Y . y
Shorter travel times should nhave greater
1 : T )~ -~ r £+ I
potential to Increase use or GMIA by
northeastern Imois residents
s A schedule ofl 14 round trip trains per day will well
connect GMIA and northeastern [llineis, and
Connecting train stations exist in Lhe heart of
every North shore suburb of Chicago as well as the
Chicago northn side ana downtown
» Increased use ol GMIA willf ulitimately result In
Improved airline service, JfJLJLJCJJfJC‘J more cities
SErved, more non-stop flights, and Improved
'vVice frequency, all important factors In
| outheastern Wisconsin economic
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Evaluation and Comparison:
Accessibility to Arts, Culture, and
Entertainment
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Evaluation and Comparison:

Accessibility to Colleges and
Universities

Commuiter rail througn Its Taster speeds and

shorter travel times; should have greater

potential to Increase accessipility to
CollEgESs and universities

s Southeastern Wisconsin — University of Wisconsin
Parkside, Marguette University, Umver,Jr o)
Wisconsin — Milwaukee, and Carthage College

s Northeastern lllinels — Northwestern University,
University of Chicago, University of lilinols —
Chicago Circle, Loyola University, and De Paul
Jniversity among others
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Evaluation and Comparison:

Capital and Operating Costs

= Commuter rail would have nigmner capital costs and
annual operating and maintenance (O&M) costs than
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Conclusions of Intergovernmental
Partnership Steering Committee and
Commission Staff
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Conclusions of Intergovernmental

Partnership Steering Committee and
Commission Staff (cont.)

= Potentiall to support and encourage more efficient nigh
density iniili Jagmd development and redevelopment
fepresenting significant new hoeusing, Jons, tax base, and
fetall sales

th
Significantly more Jons t all transii
corridor

" Provides accessiblility to a significant population and
laDor force, particularly minority and low income
populations, and thoese without an autemobile and
C epemdem't on public transiit

= Can contribute significantly to southeastern Wisconsin
economic growth and development by more closely
connecting neortheastern llinols withrsoutheastern
Wisconsin
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Conclusions of Intergovernmental

Partnership Steering Committee and
Commission Staff (cont.)

] "'E]HJ and attr
es]dem'ts to J\/JJF\ could 1mprove Givi
| ST “

northeastern llinols visitors to soutneastern Wisconsin
arts, culture, and entertaimment, anad make attractions
In northeastern lliimors more accessinle to
Southeastern Wiscomnsin residemnts
= Wil Increase accessinility to hoth southeastern
\/\/ngomsm and northeastern lllinois colleges anad
Universities
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Conclusions of Intergovernmental

Partnership Steering Committee and
Commission Staff (cont.)
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= Supmission to Federal Transit Administration for
consigeration of discretionary Federal funding in
June 2007
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