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am writing in

I response to Chuck
Sweeny's article,

“Railroad is good for

region.” Normally I

would be in Sweeny's

corner on an issue like

this, but in this case, Iam

not. This is not a question

or morality, social justice

or “holding up prog-

ress” but almost purely

a textbook problem in

economics.

Not even a cost vs.
benefit problem, but
more technically, a
“marginal cost vs. mar-
ginal benefit” analysis.
This is because it is not an
either/or situation. We
already have rail service
to this area. The only
question is whether the
extra benefit of shav-
ing a few hours or days
of transit time around
the Chicago bottleneck
is greater than the extra
cost of providing the ser-
vice, at least to the people
who live in the affected
area,

The NIMBYs have
swarmed all over this
proposal and correctly
identified both sides of
the cost vs. benefit equa-
tion. Most of the costs
that they are concerned
with are what economists
would call “negative

externalities.” You
and I would call them
unwanted side effeits,
such as traffic delays,
noise, pollution, and
safety issues. The direct
costs to affected property
owners would be pretty
much taken care of by
eminent domain laws and
lawsuits, and of course
the investors would pay
the costs of actually
building the railroad.

From the perspective
of local residents, the
equation looks something
like this:

Costs = Traffic delays,
noise, safety and envi-
ronmental problems.

Benefits = None.

In fact, the economic
benefits of the proposed
railroad to this area are
about the same as those
produced by an ajrliner
passing overhead on its
way from New York to
San Francisco.

The costs could be
somewhat mitigated by
the developers paying for
above ground crossings
at major intersections to
prevent traffic delays and
providing funding to local
emergency providers for
adding staff, training and
equipment to deal with
the inevitable derail-
ments and toxic spills.

The benefit side of
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the equation could be
somewhat improved if
the developers would
offer to share some of
the revenue with local
taxing bodies in order to
help compensate local
residents for some of the
negative effects of the
railroad, The fact that
they are not offering to
do these things speaks
volumes,

But what about some
other possible benefits?

"We can look at the ones

suggested by Sweeney
and others:

Jobs: Most people
employed to construct
the railroad would not
be local, and in any
case, the jobs would be
temporary. Once the
railroad is completed
few people would be
needed to maintain it.

Possible link to the
airport: This might
make sense if air freight

-and rail freight were the

same goods, but they
are not. Not until people
start shipping coal,
crude ¢il and John Deere
tractors by air. What
about passenger travel?
Unfortunately, there is
not now nor will there
ever be passenger rail
service to this area. Not
enough people live here
or will use the service to
pay for it. Travelers that
need a rail link already
can fly to Chicago.
Industrial develop-
ment: There is already
rail service to this area.
Few industries use it,
and those who do would
not be likely to pay extra
to improve service. Any
freight that is time sen-
sitive to local industry
already travels by truck.
From a purely eco-
nomic point of view, I
don’t see a lot to recom-
mend this project, at
least to those who will
be most affected. The
biggest beneficiaries
would be the investors
of the GLB railroad, and
that is only if they can
keep all of the profits for
themselves and pass all
of the costs on to others.
In this case, I hate to say,
I think the NIMBYs5 are
correct.
—Kurt Hartis, BJS., Eco-
nomics, Rocl!fopd College,
1976,
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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION AND HIGHWAYS

JOHN YONAN, P.E.

SUPERINTENDENT

69 W. Washington Street, 23*° Foor @ Chicago, lfnois 60602-1304 @ (312} 503-3610
April 14, 2016
Surface Transportation Board

STB Docket No. FD 35952

Dear Surface Transportation Board:

" I am writing to'voice my objection to the Great Lakes Basin Transportation, Inc. (GLBT) and their

plan to construct and operate an approximately 278-mile rail line.

Since the GLBT is designed to serve freight movements, the momentum and resources built in the
fast 15 years by ‘the Chicago Region Environmental and Transportation Efficiency Program
{CREATE) to support the freight industry in Cook County and the City of Chicago and Cook
County could be jeopardized by the construction of the GLBT, which will induce the construction
of new freight facilities at the edge of the Chicago mefropolitan area and beyond. These areas
currently are not well served by a transportation network and that will most certainly force Illinois
Taxpayers to fund the needed roads amxd bridges and other infrastructure to support this
development. I believe the proposed cost of the project is severely underestimated. The proposal
to ensure ail roadways would be grade separated, and the proposed river crossings cannot be
accurately estimated. Once again Illinois Taxpayers and Local Residents will be affected by the
proposed grade separations which may include roadways over the railroad, which no doubt will cost
the government or railroads over roadways which will require an enormous amount of Right-of-
Waythatmeeagninmnutgdssiblebeoﬂimmdatﬂﬁsﬁme.

- The proposed r3il line serving as a potential bypass for hazardous material is not a sustainable

argument. The limited: number of First Responders with limited resources from mostly rural
communities would be severely challenged to control any hazardous spill. 1f a hazardous cloud was
released, ‘the focation' of the GLBT and the predominately northeast winds in this region, Cook
County and the City of Chicago would be greatly impected.

The proposed Great Lakes Basin Rail Line will, at best, only address a very small part of the
region’s freight congestion. Cook County’s Department of Transportation and Highways is
proceeding with a long range transportation plan and an analysis to identify and prioritize freight
pinch points and possible solutions. Those studies will yield a more comprebensive range of
projects to address freight congestion and promote development.
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By PAUL GORSKI
CONTRIBUTCR

~JYhe Great Lakes Basin Railroad
I {GLBRR) is a rail line proposed by a
private group that promises to relieve

regional freight train congestion. This would
be done by developing a new multi-state pri
vate rail line that bypasses Chicago and cuts
across hundreds of acres of Illinois farmland,
including some in western Winnebago
County. Suffice to say, many of the landown-
ers and villages in the path of the proposed
rail line have serious doubts and concerns
about sacrificing their property for a private,
toll-based railroad. For good reason.

To those business professionals reading
this, imagine someone asking you to part
ner with them: “I'd like to build this new
product. [ don’t have any experience build-
ing this product, I.don’t have any customers
signed up for the product, and my potential
customers are already committed to using
my competitor’s product.” You would say,
“Sure, what do you need from me?” No,
probably not. Nevertheless, that is what lo-
cal leaders including Larry Morrissey, Scott
Christiansen and Michael Dunn, Jr. agreed
to in July of 2015. More on that later.

The sponsor of the GLBRR does not have
much if any previous experience in rail trans-
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might use the service have said they will not
use it. The remaining four rail carriers have
not supported the project. In addition, there
is also at least one big project, the CREATE
Program which is working to relieve rail
congestion in northern Ilinois. CREATE
has the support and participation of the six
major rail carriers in question.

Despite this, the Rockford Metropolitan
Agency for Planning (RMAP) stated its
support for the GLBRR in its 2040 Long
Range Transportation Plan dated July 30,
2015. Among those leaders were: Rockford
Mayor Larry Morrissey, County Board
Chairman Scott Christiansen and RMAP
Executive Director Michael Dunn Jr. The
RMAP plan has big ideas for the sketchy
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Rockford airport.

The GLBRR project has been in the
news recently because many local residents
oppose the project because of its potential
negative impact on the county. Fueling the
fire, County Board Chairman candidates
John Nelson and Frank Haney have come
out on different sides of the debate. Nelson
sides with the residents; Haney with the
project. Well, sort of, depending on the day.

Haney has twisted and turned on his
position regarding the GLBRR. First, he is
for it, then he will wait until the environ
mental review, then he will take in under
consideration, and now, apparently he
might be against it. I cannot see how he can
be against it. The GLBRR project has the
support of his mentors: Larry Morrissey,
Scott Christiansen and Michael Dunn Jr.

Haney is friends with, served on a college
board with, and received campaign help
from Dunn Jr. Dunn Jr. is also the son of
Mike Dunn Sr., who heads the Rockford
airport, which again, figures prominently
in RMAP's plan for the GLERR. Funny how
things like that turnout in this county.

Haney has some of the same big contrib
utors as Christiansen, and has many of the
samne friends, advisors and campaign con-
tributors as Morrissey. When push comes to
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GLBRR, who do you think Haney will side
with: residents of Winnebago County; or
his friends, family and the big money that
put him in office? Follow the money.

Nelson has been consistent, siding with
the concerned residents. Most of these resi-
dents are raising land use and environmental
concerns. I say focus on the basic premise
of the plan and the people offering up the
plan. Who will use the rail line? Why would
the rail carriers support this project and the
multi-billion dollar CREATE Program?

I cannot help but feel this project raises
the same false hopes the failed proposed

“ ethanol plant did, which was to some

people simply a scam, a scam that blinded
many with the false promise of jobs and
economic development.

The proposed Great Lakes Basin Railroad
raises legitimate fears and concerns. I en-
courage residents to continue asking their
questions and demand more hearings on
the project. Share this message with family,
friends and neighbors. The local insiders
supporting this plan will not stop or relent.
You should not either.

Paul Gorski is a resident of Cherry Valley
Township, Winnebago County and serves
as a Cherry Valley Township Trustee. This

article was written with Rock River Times
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