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[bookmark: _Toc140860685]HARMS / SIGNIFICANCE
[bookmark: _Toc140860686]1.  A/T "Amtrak gets federal subsidies" 
[bookmark: _Toc140860687]Amtrak gets only 12% subsidy – far less than cars
Abe Zumwalt 2014 (National Assoc. of Railroad Passengers, Director of Policy Research; B.A. in Economics and in French from Knox College) 11 July 2014 “WASHINGTON POST SAYS AMTRAK SHOULD SOLVE ON TIME PERFORMANCE ISSUES BY CUTTING SERVICE; NARP RESPONDS” (accessed 21 July 2023) https://www.narprail.org/news/blog/washington-post-says-amtrak-should-solve-on-time-performance-issues-by-cutting-service-narp-responds/
Strong words, certainly, but completely exaggerated when confronted with the very strong 88% cost recovery that Amtrak boasted in FY 2013. This means that only 12% of Amtrak’s operational costs were subsidized, which is extremely favorable to every other domestic mass transit system, not to mention the abysmal 51% cost recovery that the broken financing model for our highway system is producing. So, it begs the question: if Amtrak can be considered “heavily subsidized,” what superlative could adequately encompass the evidently egregious amount of subsidy that other elements of our transportation system consume?
[bookmark: _Toc140860688]Subsidies - so what? ALL forms of transportation are subsidized by the government
Ryan Felton, 2017 (Transportation & Technology Reporter for Jalopnik, a news and opinion website about  the automotive industry, racing, transportation, airplanes) “Potential Big Cuts To Amtrak Are Bad For Everyone, Including Drivers” 21 Jan 2017 http://jalopnik.com/potential-big-cuts-to-amtrak-are-bad-for-everyone-incl-1791387333 (accessed 21 July 2023)
At its core, what the foundation seems to be arguing is that government simply shouldn’t support public transit. You see that view in knee-jerk responses from conservative lawmakers to cut funding to Amtrak just one day after a train crash that left several dead. But the logical conclusion to the idea that government shouldn’t subsidize transit is that it shouldn’t support the construction of roads and bridges—or any infrastructure at all. 
[bookmark: _Toc140860689]Amtrak gets FAR less subsidies than highways.  Turn: Amtrak needs more funding, not less 
Kevin DeGood, 2015 (the Director of Infrastructure Policy at the Center for American Progress.) “Understanding Amtrak and the Importance of Passenger Rail in the United States” June 4, 2015 https://www.americanprogress.org/issues/economy/reports/2015/06/04/114298/understanding-amtrak-and-the-importance-of-passenger-rail-in-the-united-states/ (accessed 21 July 2021)
 Even with recent ridership records, however, Amtrak faces many challenges. The most significant of these is a lack of adequate funding to meet maintenance needs or to plan for future system growth. In fact, since beginning operations in 1971, Amtrak has received, in inflation-adjusted terms, just $70 billion in total federal funding. To put this in perspective, since 2008, Congress has backfilled the Highway Trust Fund with $65 billion in general fund revenues to avoid insolvency. In just seven years, Congress has provided almost as much general fund support for highways as Amtrak has received in 45 years of operations. 
[bookmark: _Toc140860690]Amtrak’s problems are from too little funding, not too much
Kevin DeGood, 2015 (the Director of Infrastructure Policy at the Center for American Progress.) “Understanding Amtrak and the Importance of Passenger Rail in the United States” June 4, 2015 https://www.americanprogress.org/issues/economy/reports/2015/06/04/114298/understanding-amtrak-and-the-importance-of-passenger-rail-in-the-united-states/ (accessed 21 July 2021)
Moreover, when revenues rise as a result of robust ticket sales, Congress often uses this as a justification to cut federal support further. Inadequate funding also makes it difficult for Amtrak to comply with safety requirements, such as the installation of positive train control, or PTC, technologies. Positive train control is a communication-based technology that relies on transmitting information using radio signals to provide real-time data on the location, speed, and direction of trains. This system is capable of preventing derailments from excess speed, train collisions, and incursions into work zones, among other benefits. When Congress mandated the adoption of PTC in 2008, it did not provide any additional funding or set aside radio spectrum for Amtrak and other transportation agencies. As a result, Amtrak and other providers have had to lease spectrum at market rates from spectrum holders. In addition, Amtrak has had to choose between basic maintenance and PTC installation.
[bookmark: _Toc140860691]Cars get subsidies too – doesn’t make them bad
Ryan Felton, 2017 (Transportation & Technology Reporter for Jalopnik, a news and opinion website about  the automotive industry, racing, transportation, airplanes) “Potential Big Cuts To Amtrak Are Bad For Everyone, Including Drivers” 21 Jan 2017 http://jalopnik.com/potential-big-cuts-to-amtrak-are-bad-for-everyone-incl-1791387333 (accessed 21 July 2023)
What makes something sustainable anyway, in the eyes of Heritage? The government appropriates over $40 billion for highway and bridge improvements—effectively a subsidy for people who drive cars—and that’s not exactly up to snuff, either. How much do we spend on public transit? About half that amount.
[bookmark: _Toc140860692]2.  A/T “Nobody rides”
[bookmark: _Toc140860693]Got the cause/effect backwards.  AFF says "Don't spend money because nobody rides"  But they're not riding because we don't spend the money
NEW YORK TIMES 2021 (journalists Brad Plumer & Nadja Popovich) published 2 Apr 2021, updated 2 Aug 2021 "America Has Long Favored Cars Over Trains and Buses. Can Biden Change That?" (accessed 21 July 2023) https://www.nytimes.com/2021/04/02/climate/biden-public-transit-amtrak.html
When Congress writes new multibillion-dollar transportation bills every few years, typically about four-fifths of the money goes to highways and roads, a pattern that has held since the early 1980s. To many, that disparity makes sense. After all, roughly 80 percent of trips Americans take are by car or light truck, with just 3 percent by mass transit. But some experts say this gets the causality backward: Decades of government investment in roads and highways — starting with the creation of the interstate highway system in 1956 — have transformed most cities and suburbs into sprawling, car-centered environments where it can be dangerous to walk or bike. In addition to that, other reliable transit options are scarce. “We’re almost forcing everyone to drive,” said Catherine Ross, an expert on transportation planning at the Georgia Institute of Technology. “The choices that individuals make are deeply shaped by the infrastructure that we have built.”
[bookmark: _Toc140860694]A/T "Nobody rides" - Amtrak ridership will increase
Jakob Eckstein 2022  (journalist)  updated 29 Dec 2022 "How Amtrak Makes Money" INVESTOPEDIA http://www.investopedia.com/articles/investing/062315/should-amtrak-be-privatized.asp?lgl=myfinance-layout-no-ads (accessed 21 July 2023)
Despite its heavy reliance on state subsidies and inability to turn a profit, Amtrak is growing, and it has big plans for the future. In the face of the changing economy and climate, Americans are increasingly eschewing cars and airplanes for more efficient and environmentally friendly modes of transportation. This trend bodes well for companies like Amtrak. To capitalize on this trend, Amtrak must make quick progress toward its primary goal; replacing its aging fleet. 
[bookmark: _Toc140860695]SOLVENCY / ADVOCACY
[bookmark: _Toc140860696]1. Won’t solve for subsidies
[bookmark: _Toc140860697]Only reason Amtrak exists is because the private sector failed
Congressional Research Service 2017 (non-partisan research agency of Congress) 28 Sept 2017 " Amtrak: Overview" (accessed 21 July 2021) https://www.everycrsreport.com/reports/R44973.html
Amtrak is regularly criticized for failing to cover its costs. The need for federal financial support is often cited as evidence that passenger rail service is not financially viable, or that Amtrak should yield to private companies that would find ways to provide rail service profitably. Yet it is not clear that a private company could perform the same range of activities better than Amtrak does. Indeed, Amtrak was created because private-sector railroad companies in the United States lost money for decades operating intercity passenger rail service and wished to be relieved of the obligation to do so.
[bookmark: _Toc140860698]2.   Already tried and failed
[bookmark: _Toc140860699]Privatization of some Amtrak services in the Midwest was tried and it failed
Amtrak 2019 "SHOULD AMTRAK SERVICES AND INFRASTRUCTURE BE “PRIVATIZED”? (accessed 21 July 2023) https://www.amtrak.com/content/dam/projects/dotcom/english/public/documents/corporate/position-papers/white-paper-amtrak-privatization.pdf.
A Midwestern state that recently privatized some services for an Amtrak state-supported route encountered the same problems that Great Britain has experienced with its route franchising. The first company selected advised the state after its selection that it would require a large up-front payment, not disclosed in its bid, for equipment. The state then contracted with a second company to provide equipment, food service and marketing. During the first year of this arrangement, ridership fell 10.5% and mechanical delays, due to problems with the contractor’s equipment, increased 35%. After just 17 months, the contractor asked to be relieved of its contractual obligations after the state declined its request for a large increase in state subsidies.
[bookmark: _Toc140860700]Tried and failed in Britain, Argentina and New Zealand
Amtrak 2019 "SHOULD AMTRAK SERVICES AND INFRASTRUCTURE BE “PRIVATIZED”? (accessed 21 July 2023) https://www.amtrak.com/content/dam/projects/dotcom/english/public/documents/corporate/position-papers/white-paper-amtrak-privatization.pdf.
While franchising of Britain’s train operations has produced profits for some private franchisees, others who submitted low bids to secure contracts have later walked away from their obligations, necessitating government takeovers. Fares have risen while service has deteriorated. On-time performance is at a 13-year low, and trains are frequently cancelled because franchisees do not have enough employees to operate them. 
• Instead of declining, government subsidies for rail have increased significantly since the 1994 privatization, even with adjustment for inflation, as shown in the table below. 
Other countries that privatized their rail service during the mid-1990s have been compelled to return it to public stewardship due to private operators’ safety, financial and infrastructure maintenance deficiencies. Argentina began renationalization in 2012 following an accident that killed 51 passengers and private investors’ failure to fulfill contractual obligations. New Zealand had to renationalize its privatized rail infrastructure and operations in 2004 due to the private operator's inadequate infrastructure maintenance and financial distress.
[bookmark: _Toc140860701]3.   No private companies interested 
[bookmark: _Toc140860702]Congress tried to privatize some Amtrak routes in the past, but no private companies bid on them
Ben Goldman 2021 (analyst in transportation policy with Congressional Research Service) 8 Feb 2021 Improving Intercity Passenger Rail Service in the United States  (accessed 21 July 2023) https://sgp.fas.org/crs/misc/R45783.pdf (brackets added)
Section 214 of PRIIA [Passenger Rail Investment and Improvement Act] required FRA [Federal Railroad Administration] to implement a program that would allow other operators to submit competing bids to take over certain routes operated by Amtrak. This program would be open to any of the railroad companies that serve as hosts to Amtrak long-distance routes, with Amtrak able to respond to any outside bid with one of its own. FRA would then select a winning bidder, which would be entitled to receive an annual operating subsidy of no more than the prior fiscal year’s subsidy amount, adjusted for inflation. Up to two routes could be operated in this manner for up to five years, selected from among the worst-performing routes according to a classification system contained elsewhere within PRIIA. FRA promulgated its final rule establishing this program in 2011, but no bids were submitted. The program was revisited in the FAST Act, which increased the number of available routes from two to three, reduced the operation period from five years to four with the possibility of reapplication for a second four-year term, and capped operating subsidies at 10% below the level in the prior fiscal year. The list of eligible bidders was also expanded to include not just host railroads, but also one or more states and partnerships between a state and a host railroad. FRA promulgated its final rule reestablishing this program in 2017, but again no bids have been submitted. 
[bookmark: _Toc140860703]Congress offered it to private companies, but they weren't interested unless federal subsidies continued
Amtrak 2019 "SHOULD AMTRAK SERVICES AND INFRASTRUCTURE BE “PRIVATIZED”? (accessed 21 July 2023) https://www.amtrak.com/content/dam/projects/dotcom/english/public/documents/corporate/position-papers/white-paper-amtrak-privatization.pdf.
A Congressionally-mandated Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) solicitation for development of highspeed services on the NEC and other corridors in 2008 did not attract a single proposal for the NEC, or any proposals for other corridors that included guarantees of private funding.  A similar 2016 solicitation did not produce any potentially viable proposals for privatization of Amtrak corridor routes. The only NEC proposals came from Amtrak and a consortium led by China’s government-owned railway, which indicated that the consortium would be interested in constructing and operating a dedicated high-speed rail line along the NEC if federal and state governments provided most of the funding for it.
[bookmark: _Toc140860704]DISADVANTAGES
[bookmark: _Toc140860705]1.   Threatens public safety
[bookmark: _Toc140860706]Britain privatized passenger rail - the private company cut corners on safety, leading to accidents and deaths
Amtrak 2019 "SHOULD AMTRAK SERVICES AND INFRASTRUCTURE BE “PRIVATIZED”? (accessed 21 July 2023) https://www.amtrak.com/content/dam/projects/dotcom/english/public/documents/corporate/position-papers/white-paper-amtrak-privatization.pdf.
In 1994, Britain did what proponents of Amtrak privatization advocate: it conveyed its rail infrastructure to a newly-formed private entity and franchised its train operations to for-profit companies. Twenty-five years later, Britain’s privatization experiment has produced a series of fatal train wrecks and national rail crises, renationalization of infrastructure, and a recent declaration by the head of a government review panel that the current system of franchising train operations “cannot continue.”  • Britain renationalized its rail infrastructure in 2002 after its private infrastructure owner, Railtrack, became insolvent and 42 people died in three fatal accidents attributed to its negligence and contracting out of infrastructure maintenance.
[bookmark: _Toc140860707]2. Highway & Airport Congestion  [if they aren't on the train, they'll be on the highway or at the airport instead]
[bookmark: _Toc140860708]Link: Amtrak alternative to congested highways
Kevin DeGood, 2015 (the Director of Infrastructure Policy at the Center for American Progress.) “Understanding Amtrak and the Importance of Passenger Rail in the United States” June 4, 2015 https://www.americanprogress.org/issues/economy/reports/2015/06/04/114298/understanding-amtrak-and-the-importance-of-passenger-rail-in-the-united-states/ (accessed 21 July 2021)
 As highway congestion within the region has grown, so has Amtrak’s role as an efficient alternative to driving. In 2001, Amtrak provided 37 percent of combined air and passenger rail trips between Washington, D.C., and New York City. By 2011, its share of combined service had risen to 75 percent. The mode share growth for the segment from New York to Boston is also impressive. In 2001, Amtrak provided just 20 percent of combined rail and air trips. This share grew to 54 percent by 2011.
[bookmark: _Toc140860709]Impact:  Net benefits of reduced congestion outweigh Amtrak’s flaws
Ryan Felton, 2017 (Transportation & Technology Reporter for Jalopnik, a news and opinion website about  the automotive industry, racing, transportation, airplanes) “Potential Big Cuts To Amtrak Are Bad For Everyone, Including Drivers” 21 Jan 2017 http://jalopnik.com/potential-big-cuts-to-amtrak-are-bad-for-everyone-incl-1791387333 (accessed 21 July 2023)
Anyone who has taken a train in, say, Europe, knows that, comparatively, Amtrak runs a lousy, expensive service—but that doesn’t negate the public good that’s served by subsidizing transit. Removing cars from the road is a benefit to the environment, and it frees up roads for people who actually want to drive. (Ironically, easing congestion is also a purported goal of libertarian-backed endeavors like Uber.) Allowing people to travel efficiently without a car if they so choose lets them avoid the stress of a jam-packed rush hour. It reduces monthly expenses.
[bookmark: _Toc140860710]Impact: Huge cost to airport congestion 
Kevin DeGood, 2015 (the Director of Infrastructure Policy at the Center for American Progress.) “Understanding Amtrak and the Importance of Passenger Rail in the United States” June 4, 2015 https://www.americanprogress.org/issues/economy/reports/2015/06/04/114298/understanding-amtrak-and-the-importance-of-passenger-rail-in-the-united-states/ (accessed 21 July 2021)
Congestion within the region takes a heavy toll on the economy. Four of the five airports with the greatest congestion and worst on-time performance—including LaGuardia, Kennedy, Newark Liberty, and Philadelphia—are located within the Northeast, and these airports account for one-third of all aviation delays nationally. The economic cost of congestion at these airports is expected to more than double by 2025, to $7 billion annually.


[bookmark: _Toc140860711]3. Lost commuter rail
[bookmark: _Toc140860712]Link: Losing funding equals losing Amtrak 
Ryan Felton, 2017 (Transportation & Technology Reporter for Jalopnik, a news and opinion website about  the automotive industry, racing, transportation, airplanes) “Potential Big Cuts To Amtrak Are Bad For Everyone, Including Drivers” 21 Jan 2017 http://jalopnik.com/potential-big-cuts-to-amtrak-are-bad-for-everyone-incl-1791387333 (accessed 21 July 2023)
Heritage calls for Congress to eliminate Amtrak’s operating subsidies “immediately,” and phase out its capital subsidies over five years “to give Amtrak’s management time to modify business plans, work more closely with the private sector, reduce labor costs, change its marketing, and eliminate any money-losing lines.” This grossly understates the impact of eliminating Amtrak’s operating funds. As Politico noted at the time the foundation released its blueprint last February: “Amtrak would ultimately lose its federal subsidies, likely ending the railroad service.” 
[bookmark: _Toc140860713]Link:  In addition to inter-city service (AFF’s focus), Amtrak also does commuter rail in Maryland, Connecticut and L.A. 
Kevin DeGood, 2015 (Director of Infrastructure Policy at the Center for American Progress.) “Understanding Amtrak and the Importance of Passenger Rail in the United States” June 4, 2015 https://www.americanprogress.org/issues/economy/reports/2015/06/04/114298/understanding-amtrak-and-the-importance-of-passenger-rail-in-the-united-states/
 Policy discussions about Amtrak tend to focus on intercity rail service. While essential, these trips are only one aspect of Amtrak’s work and value. In fact, Amtrak is a leading provider of passenger rail services, including engineers, train crews, dispatching, and other operational support to transit and commuter rail agencies around the country. Furthermore, Amtrak operates commuter rail services on behalf of three regional rail authorities—the Maryland Area Regional Commuter, or MARC; Shore Line East in Connecticut; and Metrolink in the Los Angeles region.
[bookmark: _Toc140860714]Link: Amtrak essential to 840,000 commuters per day
Kevin DeGood, 2015 (Director of Infrastructure Policy at the Center for American Progress.) “Understanding Amtrak and the Importance of Passenger Rail in the United States” June 4, 2015 https://www.americanprogress.org/issues/economy/reports/2015/06/04/114298/understanding-amtrak-and-the-importance-of-passenger-rail-in-the-united-states/ (accessed 21 July 2021)
Passenger rail is an essential element of America’s surface transportation system. The main provider of intercity passenger rail service is the National Railroad Passenger Corporation, also known as Amtrak. Amtrak serves more than 500 destinations in 46 states. Passenger rail service supports economic development, connects rural communities to the nation, and helps reduce roadway congestion in major metropolitan regions. In addition, Amtrak facilities and services are vital to commuter rail agencies, allowing 840,000 commuters to reach their destinations every weekday.
[bookmark: _Toc485750268][bookmark: _Toc140860715]Impact: Poor harmed.  Public transit is essential to daily needs for large numbers of poor who don’t have cars
[bookmark: _Toc485750314]Kevin DeGood and Andrew Schwartz 2016 (DeGood - Director of Infrastructure Policy at the Center for American Progress. Schwartz - Research Associate on the Economic Policy team at the Center) “Can New Transportation Technologies Improve Equity and Access to Opportunity?” 27 Apr 2016 https://www.americanprogress.org/issues/economy/reports/2016/04/27/135425/can-new-transportation-technologies-improve-equity-and-access-to-opportunity/ (accessed 21 July 2023)
Public transportation is an essential part of our surface transportation system. For many families, especially those without access to a car, public transportation is that critical link to employment, education, and child care facilities, among other services. In 2014, the last year for which complete data are available, more than 2,100 public transit operators provided 10.5 billion unlinked trips, carrying passengers more than 57 billion miles. Nationwide, 20 percent of households at or below the federal poverty line lack access to a car. The percentages of low-income African American and Latino households without a car are even higher at 33 percent and 25 percent, respectively. For these families, public transportation provides the only way to meet daily needs.
[bookmark: _Toc485750269][bookmark: _Toc140860716]Impact: Harms the disadvantaged.  Some can only hold jobs if they can access subsidized public transit
[bookmark: _Toc485750315]Prof. David Levinson and Prof. David King 2013 (Levinson -  School of Civil Engineering at the University of Sydney, Australia. King – Assistant Professor of Urban Planning, Columbia Univ.) The case for (and against) public subsidy for public transport) 22 Apr 2013 https://streets.mn/2013/04/22/the-case-for-and-against-public-subsidy-for-public-transport/ (accessed 21 July 2023)
Transit helps the transportation disadvantaged. Equity or welfare has often been an argument in favor of subsidy, that we do it to provide benefits for people unable to afford otherwise, or transportation for the disadvantaged. This gets more into values than economics, but there are some people who would be employed but for their ability to access jobs, so some subsidy on the transportation front is at least partially repaid by more economic productivity.
[bookmark: _Toc485750270][bookmark: _Toc140860717]Impact: Trapped in poverty.  Transit is the ticket out of poverty for many urban poor
[bookmark: _Toc485750316]Kevin DeGood and Andrew Schwartz 2016 (DeGood - Director of Infrastructure Policy at the Center for American Progress. Schwartz - Research Associate on the Economic Policy team at the Center) “Can New Transportation Technologies Improve Equity and Access to Opportunity?” 27 Apr 2016 https://www.americanprogress.org/issues/economy/reports/2016/04/27/135425/can-new-transportation-technologies-improve-equity-and-access-to-opportunity/ (brackets in original) (accessed 21 July 2023)
Decades of research show that access to affordable transportation—either an automobile or public transportation—is an essential part of moving out of poverty. A recent major study by Raj Chetty, a professor of economics at Stanford University, and his colleagues found that geographic isolation—as measured by lengthy commute times— was a significant factor in people’s ability to leave poverty. The authors concluded that “upward mobility is higher in cities with less sprawl, as measured by commute times to work. These findings lead us to identify segregation as the first of five broad factors that are strongly correlated with [economic] mobility.” Other research demonstrates that the presence of public transit improves access to employment at all levels and that transit reduces the geographic mismatch between households and employment.
[bookmark: _Toc140860718]4. Rural communities harmed
[bookmark: _Toc140860719]Rural Amtrak use is growing: Under-represented parts of the country need it and canceling would be irresponsible
Abe Zumwalt 2014 (National Assoc. of Railroad Passengers, Director of Policy Research; B.A. in Economics and in French from Knox College) 11 July 2014 “WASHINGTON POST SAYS AMTRAK SHOULD SOLVE ON TIME PERFORMANCE ISSUES BY CUTTING SERVICE; NARP RESPONDS” (accessed 21 July 2023) https://www.narprail.org/news/blog/washington-post-says-amtrak-should-solve-on-time-performance-issues-by-cutting-service-narp-responds/
In this so-called flyover country, the Empire Builder continues to boast impressive ridership for a single daily train service that is operating so unreliably. One will find that similar usage patterns exist on every long distance service Amtrak operates. Perhaps this is because transportation options for rural places are diminishing, most notably in dwindling air service – not to mention the potential critical importance these services represent, given the uncertain future the Federal Highway Trust Fund. For so many underrepresented parts of the population, writing off these long-haul trains is evidence of a dangerous kind of metropolitan provincialism, and is patently irresponsible. The long distance segment alone has grown by 55% since 1997, which should inspire the impetus to improve the national network by working with the freight railroads to expand capacity of the infrastructure, not to abandon it entirely!
[bookmark: _Toc140860720]5.  Lost jobs
[bookmark: _Toc140860721]Wide-spreading economic impact 
Randy Truitt & Robert Guy  2015 (Co-Chairs, MIPRC Committee on the Importance of Rail Suppliers to the Midwest’s Economy.) “The Economic Impact of Passenger Rail Suppliers on Midwestern States” May 2015 https://miprc.org/Portals/0/pdfs/MIPRC-report-The-Economic-Impact-of-Passenger-Rail-Suppliers-on-Midwestern-States-May-2015.pdf?ver=2016-04-11-142355-347 (accessed 21 July 2023)
Manufacturing passenger rail equipment has economic impacts not only for the company awarded the contract, but for many other rail suppliers. In September of 2012, Nippon Sharyo based in Rochelle, Illinois was awarded a $352 million contract to assemble 130 bi-level passenger rail cars for Amtrak’s Midwest and California corridors. The Federal Railroad Administration funded the purchase of the railcars, with a requirement that 100 percent of the components be American-made.  To meet that demand, Nippon Sharyo built a $100 million addition to their existing facilities and added 90 new manufacturing jobs. The Illinois Department of Transportation ordered another 34 cars from Nippon Sharyo, for a total addition of 122 next generation railcars to the Midwestern Amtrak fleet. This will allow all existing Midwestern corridor service routes to be equipped with new railcars.  The total economic impact of this manufacturing project reaches much farther than Rochelle, Illinois. 
[bookmark: _Toc140860722]Development in passenger rail gives economic boost to Midwestern states 
Randy Truitt & Robert Guy  2015 (Co-Chairs, MIPRC Committee on the Importance of Rail Suppliers to the Midwest’s Economy.) “The Economic Impact of Passenger Rail Suppliers on Midwestern States” May 2015 https://miprc.org/Portals/0/pdfs/MIPRC-report-The-Economic-Impact-of-Passenger-Rail-Suppliers-on-Midwestern-States-May-2015.pdf?ver=2016-04-11-142355-347 (accessed 21 July 2023)
Continued development of the nation’s passenger rail system has resulted in a huge economic boost for our Midwestern states. From the hundreds of vendors annually helping to keep Amtrak service running, to suppliers producing components for new train cars, the renovation of existing stations and the building of new ones, as well as the upgrading of hundreds of miles of track, businesses from all across the region have benefited directly from expansions in passenger rail.   
[bookmark: _Toc140860723]Economic benefits: $282 million impact in 2013
Randy Truitt & Robert Guy  2015 (Co-Chairs, MIPRC Committee on the Importance of Rail Suppliers to the Midwest’s Economy.) “The Economic Impact of Passenger Rail Suppliers on Midwestern States” May 2015 https://miprc.org/Portals/0/pdfs/MIPRC-report-The-Economic-Impact-of-Passenger-Rail-Suppliers-on-Midwestern-States-May-2015.pdf?ver=2016-04-11-142355-347 (accessed 21 July 2023)
Every Midwestern state with passenger rail service benefits economically from contracts Amtrak maintains with local businesses. During FY 2013, Amtrak had a total of 931 vendors in 11 Midwestern states (Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, Michigan, Minnesota, Missouri, Nebraska, North Dakota, Ohio and Wisconsin). These vendor contracts resulted in an economic impact of more than $282 million, a significant growth from prior years. During the 10-year period between FY 2003 to FY 2013, there was a 200 percent increase in the amount Amtrak expended for goods and services in those 11 states. 
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Amtrak contracted with 336 vendors in Illinois, with a total economic impact of more than $108.3 million during FY 13. This represents a 154 percent increase from Amtrak’s FY03 expenditures for goods and services in Illinois. The vendors were located all across the state, but there was a large concentration in the Chicago metropolitan area.  
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During FY 13, there were 186 Amtrak vendors in the state of Indiana. These vendors’ contracts had a $21.4 million economic impact on the state. Amtrak’s Indiana expenditures for goods and services grew 85 percent during the 10-year period between FY03 and FY13. Similar to Illinois, Indiana’s vendors were located throughout the state, but there was a concentration in the Greater Indianapolis area.  
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During FY 13, Amtrak contracted with 15 vendors in the state of Kansas. These vendors’ contracts had a $29.2 million impact on the state. Amtrak’s Kansas expenditures for goods and services grew 87 percent in the 10year period between FY03 and FY13.  
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Amtrak contracted with 93 vendors in Michigan, for a total economic impact of more than $31.7 million in FY 13. That represented a $29 million increase over FY 03. A large number of vendors are located in the southeast region of the state.  
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Amtrak contacted with 50 vendors in the state of Minnesota, with a total economic impact of $21 million. Amtrak’s FY 13 expenditures in the state represented a nearly $19 million increase since FY 03. The vendors are located across the state, but there is a large concentration in the Twin Cities area.  
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Amtrak contacted with 42 vendors in Missouri, for a total economic impact of $30.1 million during FY13. Since FY 03, Amtrak increased its Missouri expenditures by more than $28 million. The majority of vendors are located in the Kansas City and St. Louis areas.
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During FY 13, Amtrak contracted with 120 vendors in Ohio, which gave a $13.8 million boost to the state’s economy. This represents a 37% increase from Amtrak’s FY 03 expenditures for goods and services in Ohio. Cincinnati, Columbus and the Greater Cleveland area had the most vendors, but others are spread throughout the state.  
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As passenger rail remains an affordable, popular option for both shorter and long-distance travel, regions with rail hubs will likely continue to make investments to modernize their stations and tracks. In May 2014, thanks to extensive renovations, Minnesota’s Union Depot in St. Paul welcomed a passenger train back to the station for the first time in 43 years. Amtrak’s Empire Builder service now includes a stop at Union Depot as it makes its 46 hour journey between Chicago and Oregon.  Union Depot, which started going into disrepair in the early 1970s, required millions of dollars in renovations before it became a working passenger train station again. A number of contracts were issued for various components of the project, such as construction, design, and signal and track maintenance. In addition to spurring economic growth in St. Paul and the surrounding area, the Union Depot project provided contracts for hundreds of firms from other parts of the country. According to a June 2014 study by Good Jobs First, a non-partisan group based in Washington DC, the restoration created over 660,000 hours of work for about 2,000 workers in at least 13 different trades

