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FRoM the ChaIR

Dear Friends and Colleagues:

I once fancied a career in meteorology and, to this day, spend way too much time        
 (according to my lovely wife) looking at weather charts and computer models. We 

all can see that spring is coming, but days like today—17°F and –8°C in Saint Paul, 
Minnesota, on April 15—can make us wonder what has happened to the warming trend 
we have been hoping for.
 So it is with passenger rail transportation in North America. We’ve seen the U.S. 
Public Interest Research Group studies on changes in travel preferences among the 
young, we can witness and read about the huge shift of population growth to the 
urban centers, and we can experience the ambivalence of our own children to the 
auto-centered lifestyle. Still, new train-service startups are very slow in coming. As a 
National Academies−sponsored group, our role is to promote excellence in research 
and to provide credible, objective data on the role of rail transportation. Nothing else is 
more important in lubricating the gears of change. Thank you for your contribution to 
our efforts. 

—David Simpson, Chair
David P. Simpson Consultants
simpsonconsult@comcast.net
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eDItoR’S INtRoDUCtIoN

Though most of us prefer not to be reminded of the winter of 2014, this issue is the 
first to be released since the TRB 2014 Annual Meeting in January. The articles in 

this issue report on the activities of the Intercity Passenger Rail Committee (AR010) at 
the meeting. 
 As always, AR010 was very involved in the Annual Meeting and our 15 
newly appointed committee members began their terms. The committee sponsored 
presentations of the four best papers during a lectern session, spotlighted 10 papers 
at a poster session, and presented four papers at subcommittee meetings. Six papers 
were recommended for publication in the Transportation Research Record: Journal 
of the Transportation Research Board. Thanks to all of the volunteer reviewers who 
spent several hours each evaluating multiple papers—some volunteers reviewed four 
papers each. We recognize Aad Ruhl, Ben Sperry, Eric Peterson, Hualiang Teng, Joseph 
Glowitz, and Rohit Aggarwala for their above-and-beyond contributions to the review 
process.
 The committee also sponsored a half-day workshop on Sunday, January 12. 
“Passenger Rail Investment and Improvement Act of 2008 (PRIIA), Section 209: Voices 
of Implementation—Experience and Insights,” was organized by John Bell, New York 
State Department of Transportation (DOT). The panel of state DOT representatives 
included Ray Hessinger, New York; Tim Hoeffner, Michigan; David Kutrosky, Capital 
Corridor Joint Powers Authority; Ron Pate, Washington State; Emily Stock, Virginia; 
and Patricia Quinn, Northern New England Passenger Rail Authority. The panelists 
discussed their PRIIA 209 efforts as they moved from a focus on financial arrangements 
with Amtrak to operational considerations. In addition, Joseph McHugh of Amtrak 
presented the carrier’s perspective, Patricia Quinn discussed the State Passenger Rail 
Coalition perspective, and Ron Hartman provided the independent provider perspective. 
Committee Chair David Simpson provided the opening remarks. TRB attendees can 
find copies of several of these presentations at http://amonline.trb.org/trb-55856-2014a-
1.823612/t-1018-1.851385/129-1.852647.
 On January 13, an AR010 session on “Excellence in Intercity Passenger Rail 
Service—Best Practices from Around the World” was presided over by David Kutrosky. 
Presenters included Patricia Quinn, Kevin B. Page of the Virginia Department of Rail 
and Public Transportation, and Nigel Ash from Network Rail Consulting, United 
Kingdom. These presentations are available to TRB participants at http://docs.
omnibooksonline.com/trb-search?session=348&year=14.
 The committee held its midyear meeting May 6−7, 2014, in Denton, Texas, where 
attendees engaged in several presentations and site visits. The committee also began 
preparations for sessions that it will sponsor at the 94th TRB Annual Meeting, January 
2015 at the Walter E. Washington Convention Center in Washington, D.C. The move to 
the Convention Center was necessary to accommodate the growing number of attendees 
each year.  
 This issue contains an article on the topic of rail safety. There is no question that 
the maxim “Safety First” is of utmost importance to the rail industry and its employees 
and to government oversight agencies; unfortunately, in the past year, several serious 
passenger and freight rail derailment incidents occurred both in the United States and 
overseas. Because of the importance of safety as a topic, I intend to include articles 
about safety improvements that could affect intercity passenger rail in future issues: for 
example, research, technology, and policy.

http://docs.omnibooksonline.com/trb-search?session=348&year=14
http://docs.omnibooksonline.com/trb-search?session=348&year=14
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At the TRB 2014 Annual Meeting, Timothy Hoeffner (left) discusses Michigan 
DOT’s experience with PRIIA Section 209.

 (Photo: Risdon Photography)

 James Michel, a member of the System Safety Working Group of the Federal 
Railroad Administration’s (FRA’s) System Safety Task Force, leads off with an article 
on the development and status of a new system safety rule. This draft article will 
involve all Class 1, intercity, and commuter railroads as well as some regional and short 
lines.
 In another article, Eric Peterson summarizes recent rail-related legislative activities 
and posits that the reauthorization of PRIIA legislation—which expired in fall 2013—
most likely will not happen in 2014. Nevertheless, the article points out that the U.S. 
House of Representatives and the U.S. Senate have held several hearings on issues 
relevant to rail transportation.
 Continuing with reports on state rail improvements resulting from PRIIA and 
from American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 (ARRA) funding, Dave 
Goldin, president of Goldin Media, Inc., and Rick Harnish, executive director of the 
Midwest High Speed Rail Association, have contributed an article on investments 
in Illinois along the Chicago−St. Louis corridor. These investments have led to such 
improvements as those implemented on the 15-mi segment between the towns of 
Dwight and Pontiac, Illinois, that allow for 110-mph service.
 The committee’s new subcommittee chairs, Valerio V. Oricchio (Research), Eric 
Peterson (Intermodal Interfaces), and Dominic Spaethling (Socioeconomic Issues), 
provide this newsletter’s final article, which includes updates on subcommittee work 
and meeting presentations.
 Before I end, I would like to thank friends Joseph Glowitz and Malcolm Kenton for 
their help with editing this and subsequent issues. Their assistance is appreciated and 
will definitely assist in providing an informative, quality newsletter on a timely basis. 
 I welcome the assistance of all of our readers regarding the submission of topic 
ideas and offers to write articles. We are interested in articles about research, policy, and 
program implementation pertaining to intercity and high-speed rail. 
 Enjoy the warmer weather!

—Penny Eickemeyer
Region 2 University Transportation Research Center

City College of New York
peickemeyer@utrc2.org
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DRaFt FRa SYSteM SaFetY ReGULatIoN 
UNDeR FINaL CoNSIDeRatIoN

James Michel
james.michel@mmc.com

Michel is an industry representative on the FRA Rail Safety Advisory Committee’s 
System Safety Task Force and a voting member of the American Public Transportation 
Association (APTA) Passenger Safety Working Group.

Risk-Reduction Programs

The Rail Safety Improvement Act of 2008 (RSIA) contains requirements for new 
regulations, one of which involves risk-reduction programs. Section 103 of RSIA 

requires FRA to issue regulations that establish railroad Risk Reduction Programs 
(RRPs) for Class I passenger railroads and some regional and short lines. RRPs use 
safety management systems such as hazard management systems, system safety 
programs, and hazard analysis. The regulations will require that a railroad “develop a 
safety risk reduction program…that systematically evaluates railroad safety risks on 
its system and manages those risks in order to reduce the numbers and rates of railroad 
accidents, incidents, injuries, and fatalities.” 
 To comply with Section 103, FRA has relied on an existing organizational structure 
established in 1996 by the Railroad Safety Advisory Committee (RSAC) to develop 
railroad safety regulations through a consensus process. FRA split the effort into two 
parts: a freight rule and the Passenger System Safety Program Plan Rule, which will be 
developed through FRA’s Passenger Safety Working Group and the General Passenger 
Safety Task Force, established in 2006.
 In response to the RRP requirement, FRA published an Advance Notice of 
Proposed Rulemaking on December 8, 2010. FRA determined that the expertise 
of all stakeholders would be needed to establish an effective regulation. To engage 
stakeholders, RSAC established a working group to propose the system safety rule. 
The following section discusses the status of this rule. The freight rule will follow the 
passenger rule, but no schedule has yet been established.

Passenger System Safety Rule Status 

The involvement of FRA’s Passenger System Safety Task Force in the RSAC process 
began in 2006 and became part of the Section 103 effort through the System Safety 
Working Group. The RSAC work product has been tentatively identified in the Code 
of Federal Regulations (CFR) as the draft Passenger System Safety Rule Draft 49 CFR 
Part 270. The organization of the FRA rule closely follows the current Federal Transit 
Administration’s (FTA’s) fixed guideway system safety rule in 49 CFR Part 659. A rail 
property can use any recognized standard for safety planning—for example, APTA, 
Transport Canada Safety Management Systems, ISO, or European Railway Agency 
standards—as long as all applicable points in the regulation are addressed. The Notice 
of Proposed Rulemaking draft text is available at 
www.regulations.gov/#!documentDetail;D=FRA-2011-0060-0001.
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 Unlike an existing voluntary system safety program plan (SSPP) or one prepared 
as a condition of FTA funding for a commuter rail project, the new requirement is an 
enforceable document against which civil penalties can be assessed for failure to fully 
implement and follow the SSPP. Also, employee consultation is a statutory requirement 
of the development of the SSPP, so most plans will not comply with the new 
regulation. Within 180 days of the regulation’s effective date, properties must schedule 
their first meetings with affected employees, keeping in mind that the employees 
must have at least 60 days’ notice before the first consultation meeting. As proposed, 
properties will have 395 days from the effective date or 90 days before the start of a 
new FRA-regulated passenger operation to file their SSPP with the administration. 
 The new SSPPs must be coordinated with the Part 239 Emergency Response Plan 
on file with FRA and must be fully coordinated with all operating partners, including 
host railroads and primary contractors performing safety critical tasks and services. In 
most cases, the sponsoring agency of the passenger service will be expected to prepare 
and implement the SSPP, unless permission is granted by FRA to assign responsibility 
to a third party.
 The final system safety regulation for passenger operations is expected to be 
published in the Federal Register in late spring 2014. 
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110-MPh SeRVICe BeGINS RoLLING IN ILLINoIS

Richard Harnish and Dave Goldin
rick.harnish@midwesthsr.org, dave@goldinmedia.com 

Harnish is Executive Director of the Midwest High Speed Rail Association. Goldin is 
President of Goldin Media, Inc., a digital communications company.

On October 19, 2012, Amtrak and Illinois DOT held a press event to preview a 
110-mph rail service on a 15-mile segment of the Chicago−St. Louis corridor 

between the towns of Dwight and Pontiac, Illinois. It would be the fastest passenger 
train in the state’s history.
 The demonstration run showcased major infrastructure improvements, modern 
signaling, and significant technological and safety advancements. At the event, 
then−U.S. Transportation Secretary Ray LaHood noted that the “new high speed is an 
impressive 39 percent faster than the one passengers have been living with for years…
it’s proof that 21st-century rail is indeed coming to America.”
 Revenue service at 110 mph on that 15-mile segment commenced a month later. 
Amtrak plans to run trains at 110 mph on approximately 75 percent of the corridor by 
2017, reducing travel time by nearly an hour between Chicago and St. Louis.
 The advent of 110-mph trains in Illinois is the latest chapter of a rail resurgence that 
started in 2006. Since then, with encouragement from the Midwest High Speed Rail 
Association (MHSRA), the state of Illinois doubled its financial commitment for state-
supported passenger trains, from $12 million to $25 million. Amtrak was therefore able 
to increase its Lincoln Service from three to five trains each day. Between 2005 and 
2013, annual ridership on the corridor has nearly doubled to 655,000.
 In early 2010, the Obama Administration awarded $8 billion in ARRA funds 
for high-speed rail projects. Illinois received $1.2 billion, the majority of which was 
dedicated to infrastructure improvements on the Chicago−St. Louis line between St. 
Louis, Missouri, and Dwight, a town 75 miles southwest of Chicago. The upgrades 
allowed train speeds of up to 110 mph.
 On May 9, 2011, LaHood announced an additional $2 billion in high-speed rail 
funding. Illinois received $186.3 million to extend construction upgrades 37 miles north 
from Dwight to Joliet, Illinois. The project largely consisted of rebuilding 243 miles of 
the single-track corridor with new rail concrete ties and ballast, which involved adding 
23 miles of new sidings to double-track those sections. The work also included the 
renewal of more than 200 highway- and rail-grade crossing surfaces, bridge repairs, 
fencing installations, drainage improvements, and upgrades to signal equipment. Crews 
began construction in spring 2010 and by fall 2013 had completed four full construction 
seasons. 
 Illinois is the second largest single-state recipient of ARRA high-speed rail funds—
second only to California, which received $2.34 billion for its planned system linking 
the state’s north and south metro regions. Florida was awarded $2.4 billion for a high-
speed rail project linking Tampa and Orlando; however, Governor Rick Scott turned 
down the entire grant and the funds were redistributed to other states. 
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A Lincoln Service Amtrak leaves the station at Chicago, Illinois. 
(Photo: Russell Sekeet)

 Many advocates in Illinois see the advent of 110-mph passenger service as a step 
toward building a Chicago-based, state-of-the-art bullet train high-speed rail network 
comparable to those in Japan, China, France, and Spain.  
 “We believe that a transformative project is needed to drive new thinking in 
transportation policy,” explains MHSRA Executive Director Richard Harnish. “This 
has been demonstrated throughout history with projects like the Erie Canal, the 
Pennsylvania Turnpike, and the Japanese Shinkansen bullet train.”
 To assess the feasibility of a 220-mph passenger rail project linking O’Hare 
International Airport, downtown Chicago, Champaign, Springfield, and St. Louis, 
Governor Pat Quinn initiated a $1 million feasibility study of the project in 2011, with a 
Champaign−Indianapolis leg as a route alternative or addition.
 The 220-MPH High-Speed Rail Preliminary Feasibility Study was released on 
September 24, 2013 (1). The report examines both the single-leg system (Chicago−St. 
Louis) and the dual-leg system (Chicago−St. Louis−Indianapolis). Travel time from 
downtown Chicago to downtown St. Louis would be 2 hours 12 minutes; from Chicago 
to Indianapolis, it would be 2 hours 8 minutes. Trains would run every 30 minutes 
during peak times and hourly at other times. Annual ridership on the dual-leg system 
is projected to range from 8 million to 15 million, depending on whether gas prices are 
25 percent lower or 50 percent higher than today’s current levels. O’Hare International 
Airport is estimated to be the busiest station on the network, accounting for 25 percent 
of systemwide boardings.
 For the single-leg system, the study estimates total capital costs at $23 billion for 
an embankment or retained-fill structure—earthen embankments supported by retaining 
walls—and $37 billion for an elevated structure. For the dual-leg system, the study 
estimates $30 billion for an embankment or retained-fill structure and $50 billion for 
elevated structures.
 The study also anticipates such a system to be operationally profitable, requiring no 
operating subsidies. Net income for the dual-leg system is expected to grow from $640 
million in 2025 to $965 million in 2034 when built with the lower capital expenditure 
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option. Furthermore, the study estimates that between 5 and 23 percent of capital 
costs could be covered by transforming operations profits through debt and equity. 
This would mean that the system would still require $16 billion in federal funding and 
$4 billion from state and local sources. The study suggests public−private financing 
options and an incremental approach to construction and operation.
 In light of the costs, the potential benefits of high-speed rail are no less remarkable. 
The study estimates several of these benefits, including a reduction in automobile use 
as well as reductions in greenhouse gas production. With this system in operation, 
automobile travel would be reduced by 8.3 billion person miles traveled between 2018 
and 2027, translating into a total reduction of up to 1.5 million tons of greenhouse 
gas emissions. The system also is projected to create between 409,000 and 792,000 
job-years during 5 years of construction and between 11,000 and 14,000 jobs per year 
during its first 10 years of operation.

References
 1. Illinois Department of Transportation. 220-MPH High-Speed Rail Preliminary Feasibility  
 Study. September 24, 2013. www.MidwestHSR.org/sites/default/files/studies/IDOT_HSR_ 
 220_Executive_Report.pdf.

www.MidwestHSR.org/sites/default/files/studies/IDOT_HSR_  220_Executive_Report.pdf
www.MidwestHSR.org/sites/default/files/studies/IDOT_HSR_  220_Executive_Report.pdf
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INteRCItY PaSSeNGeR RaIL CoMMIttee 
LeGISLatIVe UPDate

Eric Peterson
ecp50@verizon.net 

Peterson is a transportation policy consultant and a member of the Intercity Passenger 
Rail Committee.

Since the start of the 113th U.S. Congress in January 2013, the Senate and House 
of Representatives have held at least a dozen hearings focused on the current 

state and future of intercity passenger rail service in the United States. These hearings 
have explored a wide range of issues, including alternative funding and financing for 
passenger rail, relations between Amtrak and states, and the safe operation of passenger 
rail services.
 With PRIIA overdue for reauthorization and questions remaining about the 
impact of ARRA, Congress is working to determine the role of intercity passenger 
rail as a transportation alternative—one that appears to be in a generational transition. 
Demographers and other social scientists have noted that the millennial age group 
(20−30) and the baby boomer age group (55−70) drive less and demand other 
transportation services to meet their mobility needs. At the same time, Amtrak ridership 
sets new records almost monthly; commuter rail and state-sponsored rail passenger 
services also are experiencing sustained growth in ridership. 
 PRIIA-authorized federal investment has resulted in significant passenger rail 
improvements. ARRA provided record-setting funding for those improvements and 
these funds were further augmented in the 2010 U.S. DOT appropriations legislation. 
But the 112th Congress sharply changed direction and rescinded almost half of the 
previously approved funding. The net impact eliminated, postponed, or reconfigured 
many of the passenger rail improvement initiatives initiated by ARRA and the 2010 
appropriation. The rescinded funding also spurred a national debate over the role of 
the federal government in supporting intercity passenger rail, with some arguing that 
passenger rail should be a private-sector endeavor and others arguing that intercity 
passenger rail should receive federal support, as it provides many of the same social 
benefits as public transit.
 Though PRIIA was scheduled for reauthorization in 2013, the House and Senate 
committees with jurisdiction over the legislation determined that it would be better to 
address PRIIA as part of the overall surface transportation reauthorization scheduled 
for 2014. Based on statements by both the Obama Administration and congressional 
leadership, however, it now appears that Congress is unlikely to address surface 
transportation reauthorization in 2014—even though some committee leaders would 
like to move the reauthorization forward.
 Nonetheless, Amtrak received $340 million in operating subsidies and $1.1 billion 
for capital and debt service in the Consolidated Appropriations Act of 2014, passed 
by Congress in December 2013 and signed into law by President Barack Obama in 
January 2014. The legislation also provides Amtrak some flexibility to transfer future 
appropriations between its operating subsidies and its capital and debt service account. 
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The West Trenton Regional Rail Line near Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, is shared by CSX 
and the Southeastern Pennsylvania Transportation Authority (SEPTA). A TIGER 

grant was awarded to SEPTA in 2013 to separate passenger and freight trains. 
(Photo: Sturmovik, Wikimedia Commons)

 The omnibus bill contains no funding for new high-speed and intercity passenger 
rail projects but allows the U.S. DOT to use some money from the Transportation 
Investment Generating Economic Recovery (TIGER) program for high-speed rail 
projects, subject to program limitations. Project proposals would have to compete with 
all other transportation projects for a share of the $600 million, however.
Finally, the omnibus appropriation bill repurposes $80 million—originally provided 
for magnetic levitation under Section 1307 of the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, 
Efficient Transportation Equity Act: A Legacy for Users—to allow the U.S. Secretary 
of Transportation to make grants for rail capital projects as well as to carry out the 
Railroad Safety Technology Grants Program and high-speed rail corridor planning 
grants.
 Looking forward into 2014, the Obama Administration intends to propose a $302 
billion, 4-year transportation reauthorization bill that would support $600 million in a 
sixth round of TIGER grants for intercity passenger rail projects, including planning. 
Such a reauthorization bill also would support $5 billion annually for high performance 
and passenger rail programs that focus on improving the connections between key 
regional city pairs and high-traffic corridors throughout the country. Innovative 
transportation initiatives, transit proposals, freight programs, and new credit strategies 
could benefit intercity passenger rail as well. The president proposes to fund his 
transportation plan in part with revenue generated from corporate tax reform.
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SUBCoMMIttee RePoRtS: 
ReSeaRCh aGeNDa aND PLaNS

The Intercity Passenger Rail Committee’s three subcommittees met at the TRB 
2014 Annual Meeting to finalize the latest research agendas on behalf of the full 

committee and to sponsor guest presenters on topics of relevance to the subcommittee.

ReseaRch subcommittee

Valerio V. Oricchio
valerio.oricchio@tylin.com

Originally from Italy, Oricchio is an engineering consultant with expertise in 
transportation planning and traffic operations and a focus on microsimulation and 
multimodal analysis.

The meeting opened with a round of introduction from the 14 attendants. Upon 
conclusion of introductions, Larry Goldstein, TRB, provided an update on National 
Cooperative Rail Research Program (NCRRP) and other federal research programs.
 The meeting continued with a presentation from Giorgio Medeossi, professor and 
cofounder, Railway and Traffic Laboratory at the University of Trieste, Italy, on “A 
Planning Loop to Maximize Service Reliability and the Benefits of Investments.”
 Attendees then reviewed current subcommittee research topics and discussed the 
state of rail in the United States. The main discussion item was funding strategies, 
identified as the current main issue in railroad development. Also discussed was the 
potential for collaboration between freight and passenger rail operators.

Proposed Research Topics

The following items were proposed as possible research topics:

	 	 •	A basic framework for choosing the right concept for a shared right-of-  
   way: high-speed, higher-speed, or conventional-speed rail. This could establish  
   a methodology to find the right combination of speed and cost to serve the  
   market.
  • An analysis of the potential for creating bypass loops for freight trains around  
   big cities or highly populated areas while keeping or establishing passenger rail  
   service through them.
  • A review of how to provide benefits as well as capacity and viability analyses  
   of autotrain service from both a planning and a technical perspective.

AR010 Paper Review Report

A total of 30 papers were submitted for review. With the required three reviews for each 
paper, a total of 90 reviews were required. A total of 113 reviewers were assigned and 
99 completed their reviews, for a completion rate of 87.6 percent. Four papers were 
presented at lectern sessions, 10 at poster sessions, and four at committee meetings. 
Six papers were recommended for publication in the Transportation Research Record: 
Journal of the Transportation Research Board. The subcommittee wishes to extend 
special thanks to the reviewers who made this happen.
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subcommittee on inteRmodal inteRfaces

Eric Peterson
ecp50@verizon.net

Peterson is a transportation policy consultant and a member of the Intercity
Passenger Rail Committee.

The meeting was called to order at 3:45 p.m. by subcommittee chair Eric Peterson. 
A welcome and introductions of members and guests followed. The minutes from 
the January 14, 2013, subcommittee meeting were approved with no additions or 
corrections. The subcommittee also reviewed the deliberations at its midyear meeting 
on August 1, 2013, in San Francisco, California.
 The subcommittee received two presentations:

	 	 •	 “Optimizing High-Speed Rail and Air Transport Intermodal Passenger   
   Network Design,” by Ryan Allard, a doctoral candidate at the Technical   
   University of Lisbon. Allard presented the findings of a research project 
   to clarify concepts related to passenger intermodal selection, intermodal   
   cooperation, and its potential benefits. Though he did not present, 
   Filipe Manuel Mercier Vilaça Moura coauthored the paper.
	 	 • “Designing Improved Intermodal Linkage at London’s Heathrow Airport” 
   by Matthew Coogan, Director, New England Transportation Institute.   
   Coogan presented alternatives for the expansion of Heathrow Airport   
   and options for maximizing the use of public transportation, including   
   passenger rail for access to the airport. He asked attendees to evaluate and  
   comment on his recommendations. 

 Scott Babcock, TRB staff liaison to AR010, discussed the status of NCRRP and 
urged subcommittee members to continue submitting problem statements despite the 
unavailability of new research funding at the present time.
 The subcommittee noted that all of the research initiatives discussed at its midyear 
meeting were being addressed. Subcommittee members were asked to begin thinking of 
new research initiatives for the coming year. Also discussed was possible collaboration 
with other committees and subcommittees in order to promote more intermodal 
research.
 The meeting adjourned at 5:30 p.m.
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socioeconomic subcommittee

Dominic Spaethling
dspaethling@hntb.com

Spaethling is the Northern California Rail/Transit Market Sector Leader for HNTB 
Corporation in San Francisco, California.

The Socioeconomic Subcommittee of AR010 focuses on areas of research related 
to intercity and high-speed rail systems—specifically, how they interact with the 
natural and human environment; how they affect local and regional economies both 
directly and indirectly; and how they are financed so as to attain social, economic, and 
environmental sustainability. This summary covers subcommittee work at both the 
midyear meeting in August and the annual meeting.

2013 Midyear Meeting Update

At the midyear meeting in San Francisco in August, the Socioeconomic Subcommittee 
discussed and identified the following potential research topics and questions: 

	 	 • Financing rail projects and operations. We should be wary of leaning too  
   heavily on international examples of financing rail projects and operating costs.  
   Can we learn from other modes in the United States, such as highways or  
   airports, to find ways to finance rail systems? 
	 	 • Addressing mobility on a social and geographic scale. We should find   
   domestic and international examples of pricing rail services competitively with  
   other modes. Case studies could include international cities and second-tier  
   cities that are major beneficiaries of high-speed rail systems. 
	 	 • The generational shift in nonautomobile based travel preferences. Are we  
   prepared for this shift? Research should look at case studies. Universities could  
   be a source of information for year-over-year travel mode information.
	 	 • What is the state of the art in capturing value in station areas? Perhaps this  
   is more of an institutional issue because local jurisdictions control land use. 
	 	 • What is the state of the art in modeling ridership for intercity service?  
   Some members commented that ridership forecasting tools have not changed  
   much. 

Annual Meeting Update

At the TRB 2014 Annual Meeting in January, the Socioeconomic Subcommittee heard 
the presentation “NEC Future: A Market-Driven Approach to Define, Evaluate, and 
Prioritize Investment in the Northeast Corridor” from Becky Blatnica, Volpe National 
Transportation Systems Center, and David Carol, Parsons Brinckerhoff. They described 
the overall study scope and how it examines improvements to both the existing 
Northeast Corridor and to new rail alignments. 
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 A variety of solutions will be evaluated as part of the study. These solutions range 
from Capacity Level 1 projects that would make capital investments and improvements 
at a relatively low to moderate capital cost, to Level 5 improvements that would 
develop a new corridor for service between Boston and Washington, D.C., and possibly 
to Southern cities such as Richmond, Virginia. Additionally, different service types—for 
example, local, semiexpress, and express—will be evaluated as potential solutions for 
enhancing the travel experience. 
 In addition to the presentation, a discussion of potential research topics for the 
subcommittee included:

	 	 • The federal environmental process: who will lead for intercity and high-speed  
   rail, FRA or the Surface Transportation Board?
	 	 • The role of high-speed rail in underserved communities: is there a seat on the  
   train?
	 	 • The long-term economic benefits of intercity and high-speed rail versus the  
   need to finance the projects and operations today: can we connect the two?
	 	 • Intercity winners (stations) and losers (alignment): how do we rectify the two?
	 	 • Intercity connectivity and rural concerns and benefits; bifurcation of farms  
   versus increased intercity access: is one more important than the other?

 It is the intent of the Socioeconomic Subcommittee to share these topics with the 
research subcommittee and to see if there are topics that are of interest to AR010 as a 
whole.
 At the end of the meeting, Matthew Coogan gave a report on the upcoming NCRRP 
Project 03-02, “Factors Beyond Travel Times and Costs.” The objective of this research 
is to develop an analytical framework to improve understanding of how current or 
potential intercity travelers choose to travel for the majority of their trip—by air, rail, 
bus, or private automobile. The study also will evaluate how mode choice is affected 
by a variety of changing and evolving parameters. The goal is to have 6,000 intercity 
passengers interviewed—mostly from the Northeast Corridor—and 12,000 passengers 
interviewed from commuter properties from around the United States. Coogan 
suggested that the Socioeconomic Subcommittee track this study and provide an update 
at next year’s subcommittee meeting.
 There is no shortage of great ideas for research for the Socioeconomic 
Subcommittee. At next year’s meeting in Washington, D.C., we anticipate a lively 
discussion on the many topics identified above.

We look forward to your feedback on the format and the content of this publication. 
Comments on this newsletter, and most especially, continued contributions by 
committee members, friends of the committee, and others can be sent to the editor:

Penny Eickemeyer
peickemeyer@utrc2.org
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