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INTRODUCTION 
 
This report documents the public comments received on the draft environmental impact statement (DEIS) 
prepared for the Kenosha-Racine-Milwaukee (KRM) Commuter Link project and consists of a summary of the 
comments received and a series of appendices: 
 

 Written and oral comments received during the formal public comment period between July 22 and 
October 5, 2009 (Appendix A). 

 
 Attendance records of public hearings held September 14 through 16, 2009 (Appendix B). 

 
 Materials announcing the three public hearings and summary materials distributed at those meetings 

(Appendix C). 
 

 Newspaper articles concerning the KRM DEIS (Appendix D). 
 
Background 
A series of public hearings were held on September 14, 15, and 16, 2009, in the Cities of Racine, Kenosha, and 
Milwaukee, respectively. The purpose of these hearings was to obtain comments on the DEIS, as well as to 
provide an update on the project’s progress to interested parties. 
 
A display advertisement regarding the hearings was published in newspapers throughout the KRM Corridor. 
Appendix C includes a list of the newspapers the announcement was published in, as well as a copy of the ad as it 
appeared in each publication. These ads listed the dates, times, and locations of all three hearings. The ads 
supplemented the announcement of public hearings presented on page four of the KRM Commuter Link 
Newsletter 4, prepared by project staff and direct-mailed to over 3,000 interested parties, including chief elected 
officials in the KRM Corridor, as well as county board members and the Commission’s list of central city, 
minority, and low-income groups and organizations. 
 
The timeframe for all of the hearings was 5:00 p.m. to 7:00 p.m., although the closing time was expanded to 
accommodate all of the questions and comments of interested attendees, as needed. Newsletter 4 summarizing the 
alternatives analysis and DEIS, including descriptions of the alternatives considered and the Locally Preferred 
Alternative, a summary of the costs and benefits of the Commuter Rail Alternative, and the next steps for the 
project, was available and distributed as a handout at the hearings. 



2 

The hearings were conducted in “open house” format, with exhibits on display and project staff available to 
answer any questions about the DEIS or any other aspect of the project. A short project presentation was also 
made during each hearing. In total, there were 156 attendees at the series of public hearings, as listed in Appendix 
B. 
 
The following section provides a summary of the comments received. All comments will be considered and 
addressed should the project move into the next phase of project development, which includes conducting 
preliminary engineering and preparing a final environmental impact statement. 
 
SUMMARY OF COMMENTS 
 
During the official public comment period from July 22, 2009, through October 5, 2009, a total of 128 individuals 
or groups commented on the KRM DEIS or other aspects of the KRM Commuter Link project.  The comments 
were provided on comment forms available at public hearings and to court reporters at those hearings, or via 
letter, e-mail, or through the project website (www.KRMonline.org). 
 
Comments from Regulatory Agencies Specific to Draft Environmental Impact Statement 
Four regulatory agencies submitted written comments that addressed various elements of the potential impacts 
studied in the DEIS. These agencies included the Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources, the U.S. Army 
Corps of Engineers, the U.S. Department of the Interior, and the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. Their 
comments are very valuable and provide significant guidance for the KRM Commuter Link project (see Appendix 
A-1). Commission staff did not receive written comments from a fifth regulatory agency, the Wisconsin State 
Historic Preservation Office (SHPO). As noted in the DEIS, the potential impact on historic properties in the 
KRM area of potential effect, which are listed on or potentially eligible for the National Register of Historic 
Places, will be assessed during the preparation of a final environmental impact statement for the project following 
the provisions of Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act. Project staff will coordinate with SHPO 
during this assessment, and it is anticipated that SHPO will provide formal comments when the assessment is 
completed. 
 
Comments from Key Stakeholders 
Three key stakeholders in the KRM Commuter Link project–two public officials and Metra–submitted written 
comments that addressed various elements of the DEIS, and the KRM Commuter Link project in general. Their 
comments can be found in Appendix A-2 and provide suggestions for improving the KRM Commuter Link 
project. 
 
Comments Expressing General Support for Kenosha-Racine-Milwaukee Commuter Link Project 
A total of 98 commenters expressed their general support for the proposed commuter rail service. The following 
are specific reasons commenters cited in expressing their support. 
 
Comments Citing Environmental Benefits of KRM Commuter Rail 
A total of 32 commenters cited the likely benefits to the environment of having commuter rail service as part of 
the reason they supported the project. Particular environmental benefits cited included: 

 17 comments cited the potential to reduce air pollution in the KRM Corridor; 

 16 comments cited the potential for commuter rail service to reduce automobile traffic and usage; 

 Six comments noted that energy consumption and dependence upon fossil fuels could be reduced by 
people choosing commuter rail over the automobile; and 

 Six comments indicated that better, more efficient land uses, less sprawl, and more sustainable 
development and redevelopment would result from the implementation of commuter rail service. 
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Comments Citing Economic Benefits of KRM Commuter Rail 
A total of 48 commenters cited the predicted economic benefits, growth, and/or development as part of the reason 
they supported the proposed commuter rail service. Particular economic benefits cited included: 

 18 comments cited the potential for jobs to be created or attracted to the KRM Corridor as a result of 
commuter rail implementation; 

 18 comments cited the enhanced access to existing jobs achieved with commuter rail service; 

 Eight comments indicated that KRM commuter rail would strengthen the economic connection between 
the Milwaukee and Chicago metropolitan areas; 

 Seven comments indicated that tourism would benefit as the attractiveness of the area to potential visitors 
would be increased; 

 Seven comments indicated that commuter rail could attract residents and businesses to communities in the 
KRM Corridor; and 

 Four comments cited potential benefits to existing local businesses from commuter rail service. 
 
Comments Citing Quality of Life Improvements from KRM Commuter Rail 
A total of 47 commenters cited potential improvements to the quality of life for residents of communities in the 
KRM Corridor as part of the reason they supported the proposed commuter rail service. Particular quality of life 
improvements cited included: 

 13 comments indicated that KRM commuter rail would serve to better link the communities in the KRM 
Corridor to one another, as well as to the major metropolitan areas of Milwaukee and Chicago; 

 11 comments indicated that KRM commuter rail would provide improved access to transportation and 
enhanced mobility for those who are unable to or prefer not to drive, such as youth, seniors, persons with 
disabilities, those without access to vehicles, and those without a driver’s license; 

 Seven comments cited that there would be general benefits of having the option to choose an alternate 
transportation mode in the KRM Corridor; 

 Seven comments indicated that implementing commuter rail would show modernization and progress in 
the Southeastern Wisconsin Region; 

 Six comments stated that KRM commuter rail would provide an inexpensive mode of travel relative to the 
automobile or Amtrak; 

 Five comments indicated that they would personally use KRM commuter rail services or know of others 
that would make personal use it; 

 Three comments expressed the potential for commuter rail service to give future generations the chance at 
a non-automobile oriented lifestyle; 

 Two comments indicated that KRM commuter rail could improve neighborhoods around stations; 

 One comment stated that using rail services is much more relaxing than driving a car; 

 One comment cited the ability to get work or other tasks accomplished, which are difficult or infeasible to 
do while driving a car, is greatly enhanced while riding the train; 

 One comment expressed that commuter rail would be more reliable than car or bus because it would not 
be greatly affected by weather or traffic; 

 One comment indicated that people are more likely to prefer to travel by rail than by bus; 
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 One comment cited that KRM commuter rail would provide a faster service than the current Wisconsin 
Coach Lines service; 

 One comment indicated that KRM commuter rail would serve the population along Lake Michigan not 
currently served by Amtrak; 

 One comment indicated that local public transit systems between Kenosha, Racine, and Milwaukee 
Counties would be better linked via the KRM commuter rail service; and 

 One comment indicated that KRM commuter rail would improve access to the General Mitchell 
International Airport and downtown Milwaukee. 

 
Comments Suggesting Actions for Funding KRM Commuter Rail and Existing Transit Systems 
A total of 25 commenters provided opinions and recommendations for securing funding for the proposed 
commuter rail service, as well as the existing transit systems in the KRM Corridor. Particular comments or 
suggested actions for funding included: 

 18 comments indicated that a permanent, dedicated local funding source for KRM commuter rail and 
other transit systems is needed in southeastern Wisconsin; 

 16 comments expressed support for an increased sales tax as a dedicated local funding source for KRM 
commuter rail and other transit systems in southeastern Wisconsin; 

 Eight comments expressed support for the creation of a southeastern Wisconsin regional transit authority, 
which would be responsible for KRM commuter rail and other transit systems; 

 Three comments suggested that an increased sales tax should result in reduced property taxes; 

 Two comments suggested that funding raised in a county should stay in that county; 

 One comment suggested that funding for transit could be tied in with food distribution, because 
transportation is needed to deliver food to stores; 

 One comment stated that funding should be fair and equal for the entire region; and 

 One comment suggested that Kenosha County should have equal representation to other local 
governments on the Board of Directors of a southeastern Wisconsin regional transit authority if it will be 
taxed at the same rate. 

 
Comments Citing Other Reasons for Supporting KRM Commuter Rail 
A total of nine commenters cited other reasons they supported the proposed commuter rail service. Particular 
benefits cited included: 

 Three comments expressed support for the commuter rail service, indicating that it would make the region 
more attractive for hosting potential Olympic events in the future; 

 Three comments expressed support for the commuter rail service, indicating that the service would 
operate in existing right-of-way, thus minimizing negative impacts in the rail corridor; 

 Two comments indicated that more funding in general should be provided for transit projects, including 
the KRM Commuter Link project; 

 One comment indicated support for the current proposed KRM commuter rail stations, noting that they 
are spaced logically and located in key city centers; and 

 One comment expressed support for commuter rail service, indicating that the estimated travel times are 
practical for users and competitive to other modes of travel in the KRM Corridor. 
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Comments Expressing Desired Elements of KRM Commuter Rail 
A total of 40 commenters indicated support for the KRM Commuter Link project, and provided opinions and 
recommendations that expressed desired elements of the proposed commuter rail service. Particular desired 
aspects expressed included: 

 21 comments stated that commuter rail service should be implemented as soon as possible, indicating that 
KRM commuter rail is long overdue in the KRM Corridor; 

 Five comments indicated a desire to have service provided in the evening or late evening time periods, as 
well as on weekends; 

 Five comments suggested there should be reliable, frequent local transit service to and from commuter 
rail stations to connect riders to their destinations, especially to downtown Milwaukee and the Milwaukee 
Intermodal Station; 

 Two comments expressed concern with noise pollution associated with commuter trains, suggesting that 
the noise from train horns should be eliminated or mitigated; 

 One comment expressed a desire for limiting wait times for passengers transferring between KRM and 
Metra services; 

 One comment suggested that the “South Side Milwaukee” station be referred to as “Bay View”; 

 One comment recommended a commuter rail station be considered in Ravenswood, Illinois; 

 One comment suggested trip frequency be increased from the proposed 14 trips per day; 

 One comment suggested that the land use around the stations should be employment-oriented, including a 
focus on industrial development; 

 One comment suggested that a connection to the Amtrak station in Sturtevant should be pursued; 

 One comment stated that a commuter rail station should be located in Milwaukee’s South Side; 

 One comment indicated security at each station (e.g. cameras, guards) needs to be considered; 

 One comment indicated service should extend to Waukegan, where Metra service into downtown Chicago 
is currently more frequent; 

 One comment indicated a demonstration of commuter rail service on existing Union Pacific tracks should 
be conducted to illustrate the potential benefits of commuter rail; 

 One comment suggested that cross platform transfers between KRM and Metra services should be fast, 
easy, and convenient for passengers, including providing protection from inclement weather and 
automated ticketing on the platforms; 

 One comment suggested that commuter rail stations should be magnificent buildings; 

 One comment suggested that commuter rail stations need to be designed with consideration for 
individuals with physical disabilities; 

 One comment suggested that the use of the right-of-way for KRM commuter rail be maximized, including 
reserving capacity for wind and solar energy to be used as potential sources of electrification of the 
commuter rail line; 

 One comment suggested considering the use of elevated pipe rail on the commuter rail line; 

 One comment indicated a rail connection along Ryan Road to the Oak Creek power plant should be 
considered to avoid congestion on the KRM commuter rail line from coal freight traffic; 
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 One comment indicated the operating and maintenance costs for the bus alternative in the alternatives 
analysis may be underestimated; 

 One comment indicated that potential future right-of-way capacity improvements should be considered 
when KRM commuter rail is planned to avoid high costs associated with retrofitting; 

 One comment suggested considering specialized rail cars that would allow smaller personal vehicles, such 
as hybrid cars or smart cars, to be transported on the train; 

 One comment suggested that an emergency plan should be developed in the case of a crash; 

 One comment suggested that an additional station should be added in Milwaukee’s South Side; 

 One comment suggested that the speed of commuter rail trains may limit the service’s attractiveness 
compared to high-speed trains being proposed between Chicago and Milwaukee; 

 One comment indicated that a connection between the South Side Milwaukee station and the Lake 
Express terminal should be considered; 

 One comment suggested that a survey of residents in the KRM Corridor should be taken to determine 
how many people would use the proposed commuter rail service; and 

 One comment indicated through commuter rail service between Milwaukee and Chicago should be 
considered, with the need to transfer between KRM and Metra at Kenosha eliminated. 

 
Comments Expressing General Opposition to Kenosha-Racine-Milwaukee Commuter Link Project 
A total of 18 commenters expressed their general opposition to the implementation of commuter rail service in the 
KRM Corridor, which was proposed as a result of the alternatives analysis presented in the DEIS document. The 
following are specific criticisms commenters cited in expressing their opposition: 

 Five comments indicated that the estimated cost of KRM commuter rail is too high; 

 Four comments indicated that existing roads, buses, and Amtrak provide sufficient transportation options 
in the KRM Corridor, and that commuter rail service was not needed; 

 Two comments suggested that a referendum should be held in Caledonia to obtain public approval of 
KRM commuter rail, expressing concern that their homes would be taken to allow for development 
around the Caledonia station; 

 Two comments indicated that problems currently being experienced by transit systems in the KRM 
Corridor should be addressed before KRM commuter rail is implemented; 

 Two comments suggested that the proposed commuter rail service should be funded solely by its users, 
and should not be subsidized with funding from taxes; 

 Two comments indicated they did not believe that KRM commuter rail would attract residents, visitors, or 
businesses to Racine; 

 Two comments suggested that KRM commuter rail should be funded with private investment and only be 
implemented if the service would be profitable; 

 Two comments indicated that there is a larger need to fund highway and bridge maintenance than for to 
fund a new commuter rail service; 

 Two comments indicated that it will be inconvenient to transfer between KRM and Metra; 

 Two comments indicated that the use of buses would provide more flexibility than trains; 
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 One comment stated that people would be more likely to choose to drive fuel-efficient vehicles than to 
use commuter rail, suggesting that KRM commuter rail fares would be too expensive; 

 One comment indicated that people will not want to use KRM commuter rail because they will need 
additional transportation to reach their destination upon arriving at a station; 

 One comment indicated that a vehicle rental fee is not a sustainable revenue source because rental car 
companies will be able to get around paying the fee; 

 One  comment expressed concern that minority population groups will not be given an opportunity to 
participate in or benefit from economic development anticipated to result from KRM commuter rail 
implementation; 

 One comment suggested that they would like to see more use of Amtrak, an extension of Metra, or hybrid 
buses operating on the tracks before a new commuter rail service is implemented; 

 One comment expressed concern that KRM commuter rail will not be viable if IH 794 is extended; 

 One comment suggested that the costs of the proposed commuter rail service are underestimated; 

 One comment stated that the advisory referendum for a 1 percent increase in the sales tax in Milwaukee 
County did not include commuter rail; 

 One comment suggested that Metra and/or Union Pacific Railroad should fund and operate the proposed 
commuter rail service instead of using taxpayer money; 

 One comment expressed concern that stations will not be located in employment areas; 

 One comment indicated that the studies of KRM commuter rail do not state specifically how KRM 
commuter rail will benefit the economy in southeastern Wisconsin; 

 One comment stated previous commuter rail services in the KRM Corridor have failed, and suggested a 
raised monorail service be considered instead of a new commuter rail service; 

 One comment suggested that Amtrak service should be modified to meet the market which would be 
served by KRM commuter rail, as opposed to implementing a new commuter rail service; 

 One comment stated that KRM commuter rail will not create enough jobs to justify its cost; 

 One comment suggested that a referendum should be held to determine support for KRM commuter rail; 

 One comment expressed concern that an increase in the sales tax will not result in reduced property taxes, 
and will hurt retail businesses within the City of Racine; 

 One comment indicated that the ridership forecast appears to be overestimated; 

 One comment indicated that the benefit of having commuter rail service available during IH 94 
reconstruction is limited because the IH 94 reconstruction project is temporary; 

 One comment expressed concern that efficient, high-density development will not occur around 
commuter rail stations, citing that many Metra stations have not experienced any development; 

 One comment expressed concern about what would happen if anticipated State and Federal funds for 
KRM commuter rail capital and operating and maintenance costs are no longer available; 

 One comment indicated that commuter rail will only be convenient for a small percentage of the 
population of the KRM Corridor; 

 One comment indicated that those without a car will not necessarily use KRM commuter rail, and that 
those who can afford cars will not use KRM commuter rail; 
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 One comment questioned whether dedicated shuttles between commuter rail stations, General Mitchell 
International Airport, Amtrak stations, and other destinations would save time or money, or would have a 
positive environmental impact; 

 One comment indicated that the greatest population growth in Kenosha, Racine, and Milwaukee Counties 
is likely to occur in the western portions of each county, and not within the KRM Corridor to be served by 
KRM commuter rail; 

 One comment expressed concern that implementing commuter rail service would eliminate the existing 
commuter bus service in the KRM Corridor; 

 One comment indicated that the DEIS is too long and difficult to understand; 

 One comment indicated that it has been too long since the last newsletter; and 

 One comment noted several issues with the public involvement process, suggesting that afternoon 
meetings should also be held, that evening meetings should be from 6:00 to 8:00 p.m., that the Milwaukee 
Downtown Transit Center is inconvenient due to a lack of convenient parking, and that hearings for the 
DEIS were not adequately publicized. 
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ATTENDANCE RECORD
PUBLIC HEARING

RACINE GATEWAY TECHNICAL COLLEGE, CITY OF RACINE, SEPTEMBER 14, 2009
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5.
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8.
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Kenneth R. Yunker..............................................................................................................................................Executive Director

Christopher T. Hiebert ......................................................................................................................Chief Transportation Engineer

Eric D. Lynde ................................................................................................................................Transportation Planner/Engineer

Jason Biernat ..........................................................................................................................................................................Intern

Stephen P. Adams........................................................................................................Public Involvement and Outreach Manager

Kris Martinsek

Roger Kay

Kevin Grigg

Randy Fuchs

Amy Canfield
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Martinsek and Associates
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KENOSHA REUTHER HIGH SCHOOL, CITY OF KENOSHA, SEPTEMBER 15, 2009
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8.
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Christopher T. Hiebert ......................................................................................................................Chief Transportation Engineer
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Ajibola Ayanwale.....................................................................................................................................................................Intern

Kris Martinsek

Roger Kay
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Eric D. Lynde...............................................................................................................................Transportation Planner/Engineer

Stephen P. Adams .......................................................................................................Public Involvement and Outreach Manager

Gary Korb............................................................................................................................................Regional Planning Educator

Kris Martinsek

Roger Kay
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Randy Fuchs

Gary Foyle
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El Conquistador

September 4, 2009

September 7, 2009

September 7, 2009

Milwaukee Community Journal

The Insider News
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September 5, 2009

September 7, 2009
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Appendix C-2 
 

PRESS RELEASE AND LIST OF MEDIA OUTLETS 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

    August 31, 2009 
    Release No. 09-03 
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE 
 
  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT FOR 
KENOSHA-RACINE-MILWAUKEE (KRM) COMMUTER RAIL COMPLETED 

 
A Draft Environmental Impact Statement has been completed for the KRM Commuter Link project, and 
is now available for public comment. Public hearings will be held on September 14, 15, and 16 in 
Kenosha, Racine, and Milwaukee, respectively, to allow residents to familiarize themselves with the 
KRM study findings and comment on the work performed to date. A newsletter is available which 
summarizes the KRM transit alternatives analysis and Draft Environmental Impact Statement. The 
newsletter includes descriptions of the alternatives considered and the selected locally preferred 
alternative, a summary of the costs and benefits of the commuter rail alternative, and the next steps for the 
project. The newsletter, a schedule of the public hearings, and more information on the project are 
available at www.KRMonline.org. 
 
At the upcoming public hearings, staff will be available in an “open house” format from 5:00 p.m. to 7:00 
p.m. to individually answer questions. A brief presentation will be given at 5:45 p.m. and court reporters 
will be available each evening to record comments from individuals. All are invited to attend, learn more 
about the project, and provide feedback and comments. Written comments may also be submitted through 
October 5, 2009. Contact information to submit a comment or obtain additional information is: 
 
E-mail:  KRMonline@sewrpc.org 
Phone:  (262) 547-6721 
Fax:  (262) 547-1103 
Mail:  W239 N1812 Rockwood Drive 
  P.O. Box 1607 
  Waukesha, WI 53187-1607 

For more information:  Contact  
Kenneth R. Yunker, Executive Director  
Southeastern Wisconsin Regional  
Planning Commission 
(262) 547-6721 or kyunker@sewrpc.org 

C-2 



News Release No. 09-03 
August 31, 2009 
Page - 2 - 
 
 
The Draft Environmental Impact Statement has been approved to be released to the public for review by 
the Federal Transit Administration (FTA), and filed according to the State and National Environmental 
Policy Acts. The document describes the range of commuter rail and bus alternatives considered, the 
affected environment, and an analysis of the environmental impacts of each alternative in the Kenosha-
Racine-Milwaukee corridor. The analysis includes the effects on land use, noise, vibration, and air 
quality, as well as impacts on natural resources such as ecosystems and water resources. 
 
The KRM transit alternatives analysis and Draft Environmental Impact Statement have been conducted 
by an Intergovernmental Partnership consisting of the Counties and Cities of Kenosha, Racine, and 
Milwaukee, the Wisconsin Department of Transportation, and the Southeastern Wisconsin Regional 
Planning Commission. The Regional Planning Commission has acted as the project manager for the 
studies at the request of the Intergovernmental Partnership. A Steering Committee consisting of staff of 
the Intergovernmental Partnership selected the commuter rail alternative as the preferred alternative in 
November 2006, as did the temporary Southeastern Wisconsin Regional Transit Authority created in the 
2005-2007 State budget to provide recommendations to the Governor and State Legislature regarding 
public transit and commuter rail operations and funding. The Southeastern Regional Transit Authority 
created by the Governor and State Legislature in the 2009-2011 State budget has the authority for any 
further steps for advancing the KRM commuter rail, including whether to apply to the Federal Transit 
Administration for approval to advance the project into preliminary engineering and a potential Federal 
discretionary capital grant. 
 
[Note: Attached to this news release is the newsletter which lists the dates and locations of the scheduled 
public hearings and provides information on the KRM Commuter Link project.] 
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GRAPHIC SCALE
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DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT HAS BEEN APPROVED

This newsletter provides a brief overview of the Alternatives Analysis/Draft Environmental Impact
Statement for the proposed improvement to commuter transportation service in the Kenosha-Racine-
Milwaukee (KRM) corridor. It also serves as notice that the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS)
has been completed and was approved by the Southeastern Wisconsin Regional Planning Commission
(SEWRPC) and the Federal Transit Administration (FTA) on July 22, 2009. Earlier work is summarized in
the first three issues of the newsletter. The DEIS is now available for public comment and can be viewed at
several locations as listed on page 3. Comments and feedback are welcome at upcoming public hearings
(details on page 4) or via the KRM website at www.KRMonline.org. There is a 45-day formal public
comment period, from August 21 through October 5, 2009, during which comments on the DEIS will be
accepted.

The DEIS has been prepared and filed
according to the State and National
Environmental PolicyActs. The document
describes a full range of alternatives, the
affected environment, and an analysis of
the environmental impacts of each
alternative. The analysis includes the
effects on land use, noise, vibration, and air
quality, as well as the impacts on natural
resources such as ecosystems and water
resources.

The Commuter Rail Alternative (map on
right) was chosen as the Locally Preferred
Alternative after screening an extensive
range of alternatives and detailed analysis
and evaluation of a final set of alternatives.
The Alternatives Analysis used evaluation
measures similar to those used by the FTA
for its New Starts project justification
criteria. These measures considered the
benefits, impacts, and costs of each alter-
native. Commuter Rail was determined to
have significant benefits associated with
mobility, land use, and economic devel-
opment. Commuter Rail was also the
preferred alternative of elected officials,
businesses, and residents in the KRM
corridor.

KRM COMMUTER RAIL ALTERNATIVE

                                                        Appendix C-3 
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ALTERNATIVES ANALYZED AND EVALUATED

Alternatives Analysis was conducted on the following set of alternatives:

Transportation System Management (TSM)

Includes expanded hours and frequency
of service, traffic signal prioritization,
additional park-and-ride lots, and pas-
senger information systems at bus stops

Bus Rapid Transit (BRT)
Improves upon TSM alternative, including exclusive and/or semi-exclusive rights-of-way, on-line
passenger stations, and vehicles that are more compatible with station platforms to improve
passenger access and reduce boarding and alighting times

Commuter Rail
See table below for details

!

� Expansion and enhancement of existing
bus service, including Wisconsin Coach
Lines and Milwaukee County Transit
System (MCTS) Freeway Flyer Route
48 services, with limited-stop commuter
bus service connecting Milwaukee and
Racine to existing Chicago-Kenosha
commuter rail service

�

�

�

�

�

DESCRIPTION OF THE LOCALLY PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE

A bi-level, diesel-multiple-unit car, also known as a DMU or self-propelled
coach.

Service Characteristic KRM Commuter Rail Alternative

Location
Would operate on existing Union Pacific Railroad and Canadian Pacific
Railway freight lines

Station locations
9 stations in Kenosha, Somers, Racine, Caledonia, Oak Creek, South
Milwaukee, Cudahy, Milwaukee South Side, and Downtown Milwaukee

Level of service

� Service provided in both directions during all time periods

� 14 weekday trains in each direction

� Operating speed – up to 59 mph (average speed – 38 mph)

Shuttle/local area
bus service

� Connections to local transit systems, including MCTS, Kenosha Area
Transit, and Belle Urban System

� Dedicated service between Amtrak station and Milwaukee central
business district

� Dedicated service between General Mitchell International Airport and
Cudahy-St. Francis station

Type of vehicle Diesel-multiple-unit cars (“DMUs” or self-propelled coaches)

Coordination with Metra
commuter rail service

� Service provided by meeting existing Metra trains at either Kenosha or
Waukegan

� Timed-transfer (6 minutes) provided to Metra trains at Kenosha and
Waukegan

Average travel time 53 minutes (between Milwaukee and Kenosha)

EDITION 4 I SEPTEMBER 2009
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COSTS AND BENEFITS OF COMMUTER RAIL

Costs associated with the Commuter Rail Alternative – $207.5 million in capital costs and $10.35 million in
annual operating and maintenance costs (2007 dollars) – are higher than the other alternatives. However, the
detailed analysis of the costs and benefits of each alternative indicates that the benefits of commuter rail
outweigh its higher costs:

– much faster than bus (83 to 108 minutes) and comparable to car (54 minutes)
between Milwaukee and Kenosha

– unaffected by rush hour automobile and truck traffic; priority at street,
highway, and freight crossings; little impact from the weather

– smoother ride; more visible stations; simple straight route

– about 7,400 trips and 98,700 passenger-miles on an average weekday (over three
times more than the TSM bus alternative)

– unaffected by traffic congestion

– reduction in vehicle-generated emissions and
energy consumption due to increased transit use

– potential for higher density development and
redevelopment around stations

– over 900,000 jobs accessible within one mile of train stations in the
KRM/Metra corridor

– potential for economic growth by more closely linking southeastern Wisconsin
and northeastern Illinois

�

�

�

�

�

�

�

�

�

Faster travel time

Higher level of reliability

Better comfort and convenience

More ridership

Alternative during freeway system reconstruction

Reduced air pollution and energy consumption

More efficient development and redevelopment

Accessibility to jobs

Economic impact

PLACES TO VIEW THE DRAFT

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

� Federal Transit Administration Regional Office (Chicago)

� Wisconsin Department of Transportation Hill Farms State

Office Building – Library (Madison)

� Wisconsin Department of Transportation Southeast

Region Offices – Library (Waukesha)

� Southeastern Wisconsin Regional Planning Commission

Offices (Pewaukee)

� Kenosha County Department of Public Works (Bristol)

� Milwaukee County Department of Public Works

Campus (Milwaukee)

� Racine County Department of Public Works Office

Complex (Ives Grove)

� Kenosha Public Libraries Simmons Library and–

Northside Branch (Kenosha)

� Carthage College - Hedberg Library (Kenosha)

� Racine Public Library (Racine)

� Oak Creek Public Library (Oak Creek)

� South Milwaukee Public Library (South Milwaukee)

� Cudahy Family Library (Cudahy)

� St. Francis Public Library (St. Francis)

� Milwaukee Public Libraries – Central Library, Bay View

and Tippecanoe Branches (Milwaukee)

� City of Milwaukee Legislative Reference Bureau Library -

City Hall (Milwaukee)

Visit www.KRMonline.org for addresses and hours of operation.

For these reasons, the Commuter Rail
Alternative was selected as the Locally Preferred
Alternative. A capital financing plan for its
implementation has been proposed in the DEIS.
The majority of the capital costs (about 57%)
would be funded through Federal grants from the
FTA's discretionary New Starts program and the
Federal Highway Administration's Congestion
Mitigation and Air Quality Improvement
Program. The remainder of the capital costs
(about 43%) would be funded by the State
(Southeast Wisconsin Transit Capital Assistance
Program) and the Southeastern Regional Transit
Authority.

Ongoing work may be expected to result in
further refinement of KRM Commuter Rail
project improvements and operations and
attendant cost and benefit estimates. Updated
estimates will be presented within the project's
application to the Federal TransitAdministration
to enter into preliminary engineering. These
estimates will continue to be refined through
preliminary engineering and final design, until
the project construction.
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PUBLIC HEARINGS

Three public hearings will be conducted in “open house” format.
You are invited to review the exhibits on display and discuss the
proposed project with Southeastern Wisconsin Regional
Planning Commission staff and members of the study team at any
time during the two hour time frame. In addition, court reporters
will be available to record oral comments at any time during the
hearing. Written comments may also be submitted at the meeting.
A short project presentation will be made during each hearing, as
noted below.

If you are unable to attend one of the hearings, you can visit the
KRM website to view the information presented and provide
comments on the project, or request a briefing by project staff.
You can also provide written comments through October 5, 2009,
by email, mail, or fax.

NEXT STEPS

� Incorporate public comments on DEIS, complete
Final Environmental Impact Statement
Apply to the FTA for entry into Preliminary
Engineering and Federal discretionary funding
Receive Record of Decision from FTA
Conduct Final Engineering and Design
Construction

�

�

�

�

Kenneth R. Yunker,
Executive Director

Southeastern Wisconsin
Regional Planning Commission

(262) 547-6721

Gary K. Korb,
Regional Planning Educator
UW-Extension working with SEWRPC
(262) 547-6721

KRM PUBLIC HEARINGS

Monday, September 14, 2009, 5:00-7:00 pm (presentation: 5:45 pm)

Great Lakes Room, Racine Building, Racine Gateway Technical College

901 Pershing Drive, Racine

Tuesday, September 15, 2009, 5:00-7:00 pm (presentation: 5:45 pm)

Reuther High School, Gymnasium, 913 57th Street, Kenosha

Wednesday, September 16, 2009, 5:00-7:00 pm (presentation: 5:45 pm)

Harbor Lights Room, Milwaukee Downtown Transit Center

909 E. Michigan Street, Milwaukee

FOR MORE INFORMATION

Website: www.KRMonline.org
E-mail: KRMonline@sewrpc.org
Telephone: (262) 547-6721
Fax: (262) 547-1103

Mail: P.O. Box 1607
Waukesha, WI 53187-1607

W239 N1812 Rockwood Drive

FirstClassMail

U.S.POSTAGE

PAID

PERMITNO.645

SOUTHEASTERNWISCONSIN
REGIONALPLANNINGCOMMISSION

W239N1812ROCKWOODDRIVE
POBOX1607
WAUKESHA,WISCONSIN53187-1607

Persons with special needs are asked to contact the Commission offices at (262)
547-6721 a minimum of 72 hours in advance of the meeting date so that
appropriate arrangements can be made. This may involve site access, mobility,
material review or interpretation, questions or comments, or other needs.

C-8



C-9

Appendix C-4

PRESENTATIONS GIVEN AT PUBLIC HEARINGS
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DISPLAY BOARDS AT PUBLIC HEARINGS
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