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About Building Our Economy, Transportation for a New Illinois 
 

Building Our Economy, Transportation for a New Illinois was based on more than a decade of 

study of transportation and the economy.  This research began with the Commercial Club of 

Chicagoôs Chicago Metropolis 2020 report and was continued with Chicago Metropolis 2020ôs 

The Metropolis Plan, The Metropolis Freight Plan, Time is Money, and Regional Economic 

Benefits from CNôs Acquisition of the EJ&E.  This prior work provided an analytical foundation 

and research base for Building Our Economy.  Much of the team that worked on this report has 

continued their involvement from prior reports, including Economic Development Research 

Group (EDRG), Fregonese Associates, and Chicago Metropolis 2020 staff.  

 

The research and writing of Building Our Economy, Transportation for a New Illinois began, not 

by looking at the deficiencies of the transportation system, but by looking at the current and 

future economy of the state.  What are our major industries?  Where do people work?  Where do 

they live?  How will the economy change in the next twenty years?  Much of this material was 

provided by EDRG, a consulting company specializing in the evaluation of economic impacts 

and development opportunities, including transportation economics.   

 

EDRG also helped us to assess the stateôs current transportation system, viewing it through this 

economic lens.  In order to better understand the steps necessary to improving our transportation 

infrastructure performance, we needed to understand the system itself.  To help us do this, we 

studied the current system ï who owns and maintains our roads and bridges?  Where does the 

money for our transportation system come from?  What does our transit system consist of?  Our 

freight system?  Our passenger rail system?  Some of the highlights of this research are included 

in Appendix A, Illinois Transportation System Characteristics. 
 

Equipped with our knowledge of the economy and the current transportation system, we 

explored what qualities and characteristics our transportation system should have in order to best 

enhance the growth to the stateôs economy.  We drafted a preliminary blueprint of what the 

stateôs transportation system should look like and what laws, practices, policies, and 

organizations would have to change in order to make that vision a reality.  

 

We then convened a panel of advisors from around the country with expertise in transportation 

planning, freight, civil and environmental engineering, and politics.  They reviewed our draft and 

advised us on its strengths, weaknesses, and transportation best practices from around the world.  

The expert panel provided invaluable insight during the shaping of this report. 

 

 

  

http://www.chicagometropolis2020.org/plan.pdf
http://www.metropolisplan.org/plan.pdf
http://www.chicagometropolis2020.org/PDFs/MetropolisFreightPlan.pdf
http://www.chicagometropolis2020.org/PDFs/TimeisMoney.pdf
http://www.chicagometropolis2020.org/PDFs/RegionalEconomicBenefitsfromCNAcquisitionoftheEJandE-Fullreport.pdf
http://www.chicagometropolis2020.org/PDFs/RegionalEconomicBenefitsfromCNAcquisitionoftheEJandE-Fullreport.pdf


 

 

About the Technical Appendix 
 
This Technical Appendix to Building Our Economy, Transportation for a New Illinois includes 

background data, methodological information, and links to source material used in the research 

and writing of the report.   

 

In the creation of this report, we endeavored to use the best possible data sources available.  In 

some cases, the data available limited our analyses.  For example, in trying to quantify public 

and private spending we used business spending on freight as a proxy for business spending on 

transportation.  However, this underestimates the true cost of transportation for businesses.  Until 

more complete data becomes available, no one will really know the full cost of transportation in 

Illinois.  For a more detailed discussion of freight data limitations, please see the Metropolis 

Freight Plan Technical Report. 

 

This Technical Appendix represents some of the behind the scenes work and knowledge that 

went into creating Building Our Economy, Transportation for a New Illinois.  However, we are 

always learning, growing, and changing.  We welcome comments and suggestions that will help 

us to improve future work. 

 

This report contains many links to external websites.  At the time of its writing, these links were 

functional, however, the authors cannot guarantee the operation of these external links.  
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INTRODUCTION 
 
One of the greatest challenges facing Illinois in the 
coming decades is how to use transportation 
investments and policies to strengtheƴ ǘƘŜ ǎǘŀǘŜΩǎ 
economy. Nearly all of our population growth will 
ƻŎŎǳǊ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǎǘŀǘŜΩǎ ƳŜǘǊƻǇƻƭƛǘŀƴ ŀǊŜŀǎΦ wŜǎƛŘŜƴǘǎ 
will work in a new and different economy that is 
dominated by services, tourism, logistics, finance, 
and information management industries.  
 
LƭƭƛƴƻƛǎΩ ǇǊƻǎǇŜǊƛǘȅ ǿƛƭƭ ǊŜǉǳƛǊŜ ŀ ŎƘŀƴƎŜ ŦǊƻƳ 
piecemeal planning to integrated planning. It will 
require more rigorous economic evaluation of its 
investments. It will require policies that explicitly 
connect our transportation investments to the 
economy we aspire to create.  
 
LƭƭƛƴƻƛǎΩ ǇǊƻǎǇŜǊƛǘȅ ǿƛƭƭ ŘŜǇŜƴŘ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ǊŜŘǳŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ 
the costs of transportation for families and businesses, promotion of the growth of particular 
ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ǎŜŎǘƻǊǎΣ ŀƴŘ ƻǳǊ ŀōƛƭƛǘȅ ǘƻ ŜƴǎǳǊŜ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ ǎǘŀǘŜΩǎ ƳǳƭǘƛǇƭŜ ǘǊŀƴǎǇƻǊǘŀǘƛƻƴ agencies are 
efficient and effective in executing their responsibilities.  
 
For much of the last two centuries private investors, with encouragement from governments, 
built canals, railroads, transit systems, and roads because they saw ways to make a return on 

their investment. As governments have taken 
over responsibility for transportation 
investments they have too frequently ignored 
the economic consequences of their decisions. 
Transportation is not an end in itself. It is a 
means to a stronger economy and better 
communities. 
 
Too often we have chosen to spread money 
around rather than make strategic investments 
that strengthen the economy. We accept 
escalating congestion as if it were inevitable. 
We rely on old formulas to distribute road and 
transit money rather than on an assessment of 
priorities. We argue over project lists and 
άƳŜƳōŜǊ ƛƴƛǘƛŀǘƛǾŜǎέ ǊŀǘƘŜǊ ǘƘŀƴ ǘƘŜ ŜƭŜƳŜƴǘǎ 
of a plan.  
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We pin our hopes on the federal government to 
provide money when the federal share of the total 
dollars spent on transportation is small and getting 
smaller. We measure the number of bridges repaired 
or miles of road paved when we should be measuring 
the contribution to the gross state product or the 
number of permanent jobs created or the reduction in 
the amount of money families and businesses spend 
on transportation. 
 
These issues are not unique to Illinois. However, the 
federal government and many states are in the 

process of shifting their policies and practices to more effectively use transportation to grow 
their economies. Illinois needs to do the same. 
 

How Transportation Shapes Our Economy 
 
Transportation systems serve two purposes. The first is to move people, goods, and data from 
place to place. The second purpose is to create economic value. We use transportation to get 
workers to jobs, consumers to stores, goods to factories, and finished products to markets. 
Transportation is not an end in itself. It is a means to a stronger economy and better 
communities. 
 
¢ƘŜǊŜ ŀǊŜ ǘƘǊŜŜ ƛǎǎǳŜǎ ǘƘŀǘ LƭƭƛƴƻƛǎΩ ƭŜŀders must address in order to connect our economic goals  
to transportation policies: 
 
1. Reduce the private cost of transportation 
2. Improve the efficiency and effectiveness of governments responsible for transportation 
3. Design transportation polices and investments to achieve economic goals 

 

1. Reduce the Private Cost of Transportation 
 
Illinois must make a commitment to reduce the private costs of transportation. Public debate 
centers on what governments spend to build and maintain transportation systems, when we 
should focus on the much larger private costs. 
 
Illinois families and businesses spend $100 billion a year on transportation. These are private 
costs that affect the budgets of families and the bottom line of businesses. Cutting those costs 
by even 1% would release $1 billion a year for job creation, consumer purchases, savings, 
reinvestments, or profits. 
 
The cost of transportation is the second highest household expense after housing. 
Transportation consumes about 18% of a typical household budget in the Midwest, which 
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means that households in Illinois spend nearly $50 billion a year on cars, maintenance, gas, 
insurance, transit fares, taxes, parking, and other transportation expenses.  [Bureau of Labor 
Statistics Consumer Expenditure Survey 2008]    

 

For this report, we calculated the private cost of transportation by multiplying the Census 
BureauΩs estimated number of housing units in Illinois in 2008 (minus vacant units) by 18% of 
the Census estimate of 2008 household income for Illinois. Our estimate is that households in 
Illinois spend $47,840,313,759 annually on transportation. 
 

http://www.bls.gov/cex/2008/share/region.pdf
http://www.bls.gov/cex/2008/share/region.pdf
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Illinois businesses also spend about $50 billion a year to move goods. For a business, an 
inadequate transportation system means buying more trucks, paying overtime to drivers, 
missing deliveries, or holding more inventory as a safety precaution. Anything the state can do 
to lower these costs will mean that Illinois businesses will have higher profits or more money 
for reinvestment. 

                                                                                                   

Item                       

All 

consumer 

units

North 

east

Mid 

west
South West

Number of consumer units (in thousands) 120,770 22,348 27,786 43,696 26,941

Consumer unit characteristics:                    

Income before taxes $63,563 $70,436 $61,063 $58,881 $68,031

Income after taxes $61,774 $68,179 $59,793 $57,492 $65,447

Age of reference person 49.1 51.0 48.6 49.2 47.7

Average number in consumer unit:                 

Persons 2.5 2.4 2.4 2.5 2.6

Children under 18 0.6 0.6 0.6 0.6 0.7

Persons 65 and over 0.3 0.3 0.3 0.3 0.3

Earners 1.3 1.3 1.3 1.3 1.4

Vehicles 2.0 1.7 2.1 1.9 2.0

Percent distribution:                             

 At least one vehicle owned or leased 89 81 90 90 91

Average annual expenditures $50,486 $54,918 $47,846 $46,823 $55,453

 Transportation 17.0 16.2 17.6 18.1 15.8

  Vehicle purchases (net outlay) 5.5 4.9 6.0 5.8 4.9

   Cars and trucks, new 2.6 2.5 2.7 2.9 2.2

   Cars and trucks, used 2.6 2.2 3.0 2.7 2.5

   Other vehicles 0.3 0.2 0.3 0.2 0.3

  Gasoline and motor oil 5.4 4.3 5.6 6.3 4.8

  Other vehicle expenses 5.2 5.6 5.2 5.3 4.7

   Vehicle finance charges 0.6 0.4 0.6 0.8 0.6

   Maintenance and repairs 1.4 1.4 1.4 1.4 1.5

   Vehicle insurance 2.2 2.5 2.0 2.5 1.7

   Vehicle rental, leases, licenses, and other charges   0.9 1.2 1.1 0.6 0.9

  Public transportation 1.0 1.4 0.9 0.7 1.3

                                                  

Source: Bureau of Labor Statis tics, Consumer Expendi ture Survey, 2008, http://www.bls .gov/cex/#tables

Spending on Transportation by Region of Residence
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The $50 billion annual expenditure on freight by Illinois businesses was derived from recent 
Illinois data describing annual value-of-sales by industry (2008), and the mode-specific 
transportation services purchased to support one dollar of sales by an industry.  Multiplying the 
ŀƴƴǳŀƭ ǎŀƭŜǎ ŦƻǊ ŀƴ ƛƴŘǳǎǘǊȅ ōȅ ƛǘǎ άǘǊŀƴǎǇƻǊǘŀǘƛƻƴ ǊŜǉǳƛǊŜƳŜƴǘ ŎƻŜŦŦƛŎƛŜƴǘǎέ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜǎ ŀƴ 
estimate of the freight spending to support the industry in the Illinois economy.  The 
transportation requirement coefficient is supplied in the Transportation Satellite Accounts 
published by the Bureau of Transportation Statistics. 
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Sector
2007 

Employment

Transport 

Intensity

$ 

Transportation 

services (BIL)

Agriculture 105,594 7.66% $10.9

Mining 18,467 3.73% $3.6

Construction 412,800 7.43% $3.7

Manufacturing 696,307 3.18% $6.1

Railroad transportation 14,462 6.22% $0.3

Motor freight and warehousing 150,743 23.25% $3.7

Water Transportation 2,232 24.43% $0.2

Air Transportation 36,169 15.03% $1.1

Pipelines and freight forwarders 65,129 3.77% $0.3

State and local passenger transit 39,538 3.88% $0.1

Communications and utilities 159,181 1.80% $1.0

Wholesale and retail trade 1,099,989 4.66% $5.4

Finance, insurance, real estate 739,637 0.63% $2.6

Services 3,168,274 2.72% $12.1

Other 900,277 0.80% $0.3

Total 7,608,799 Total $51.4

Source: TSA 1996 & REIS (BEA), calculations by EDR Group

Sector Rail Truck Waterborne Air Pipeline Total

Agriculture $2.78 $6.28 $0.57 $1.07 $0.17 $10.87

Mining $1.44 $1.48 $0.11 $0.55 $0.02 $3.61

Construction $0.35 $3.05 $0.06 $0.28 $0.00 $3.75

Manufacturing $1.10 $3.71 $0.10 $0.92 $0.31 $6.14

Railroad transportation $0.20 $0.03 $0.00 $0.02 $0.03 $0.28

Motor freight and warehousing $0.03 $2.93 $0.08 $0.14 $0.49 $3.68

Water Transportation $0.00 $0.00 $0.12 $0.00 $0.03 $0.15

Air Transportation $0.01 $0.02 $0.00 $0.44 $0.62 $1.09

Pipelines and freight forwarders $0.01 $0.05 $0.01 $0.06 $0.21 $0.34

State and local passenger transit $0.04 $0.02 $0.00 $0.00 $0.01 $0.08

Communications and utilities $0.17 $0.68 $0.07 $0.01 $0.10 $1.04

Wholesale and retail trade $2.94 $0.66 $0.31 $0.98 $0.52 $5.41

Finance, insurance, real estate $0.28 $0.98 $0.01 $1.24 $0.09 $2.61

Services $1.43 $6.28 $0.00 $4.28 $0.06 $12.05

Other $0.04 $0.11 $0.00 $0.11 $0.01 $0.28

Total $8.36 $15.93 $15.15 $11.72 $0.21 $51.37

 Illinois Industries as Employers & freight consumers (2007)

IL Business Spending on Transportation by Mode, 2007

By Mode
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The private cost of transportation includes the cost of accidents, which is estimated by the 
Illinois Department of Transportation to be in excess of $6.2 billion a year. [2008 Illinois Crash 
Facts & Statistics, IDOT]  Fuel expenses run over $18 billion a year, and 60% of that is exported 
out of Illinois to petroleum producing and refining states or foreign countries. [Money sent out 
of state for motor fuel purchases]   
 
For families and businesses, transportation provides access that enriches lives and expands 
markets, but the cost of getting around is an expense that reduces the productivity of the 
ǎǘŀǘŜΩǎ ŜŎƻƴƻƳȅΦ CŀƳƛƭƛŜǎ ŀƴŘ ōǳǎƛƴŜǎǎŜǎ Řƻ ǿƘŀǘ ǘƘŜȅ Ŏŀƴ ǘƻ ǊŜŘǳŎŜ ǘƘƻǎŜ ŜȄǇŜƴǎŜǎΦ ¢ƘŜ ǎǘŀǘŜ 
can make a difference by making the reduction of private transportation costs a goal. Once the 
commitment is made, the state can do the analysis and adopt policies that reduce costs and 
measure progress. 
 

Our History of Seeing the Future 
LƭƭƛƴƻƛǎΩ ƘƛǎǘƻǊȅ ƛǎ ŦƛƭƭŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ ŜȄŀƳǇƭŜǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƴƴŜŎǘƛƻƴ ōŜǘǿŜŜƴ ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ǿŜƭƭ-being and 
transportation investments.  
 
Water 
Early entrepreneurs in Illinois recognized that a water passage from Lake Michigan to the 
Mississippi River would be an efficient way to trade raw materials and finished goods between 

http://www.dot.state.il.us/travelstats/2008cfweb.pdf
http://www.dot.state.il.us/travelstats/2008cfweb.pdf
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the Midwest and the east coast.  The Illinois and Michigan Canal was completed in 1848 and 
helped put Illinois on the map as a critical trading partner.  
 
Rail 
When it became obvious, to some, that the railroads would supplant water as the primary 
means of moving goods, the political and business leaders of Illinois fought bitter battles with 
neighboring states to ensure that the railroad companies began or ended their lines in Illinois.  
We still benefit from that foresight. 
 
Air 
When air travel arrived, business and government leaders understood the strategic advantage 
that investment in air travel would give the state.  Between 1932 and 1961, Midway Airport was 
ƪƴƻǿƴ ŀǎ άǘƘŜ ǿƻǊƭŘΩǎ ōǳǎƛŜǎǘ ŀƛǊǇƻǊǘΦέ  hΩIŀǊŜ !ƛǊǇƻǊǘ Ƙŀǎ ƳŀƛƴǘŀƛƴŜŘ ŀ ƭŜŀŘŜǊǎƘƛǇ Ǉƻǎƛǘƛƻƴ ƛƴ 
air travel. Our central location is an advantage, but it is an advantage that could easily have 
been squandered if it were not for the political and business leadership that recognized that a 
first-class economy required a first-class airport. 
 
Fiber-optic networks 
In recent decades, Chicago enhanced its position as the communications capital of North 
America by building the fastest, highest capacity and most redundant digital infrastructure in 
the world. Its global hub of fiber-optic networks is the direct outgrowth of its historic leadership 
in telecommunications infrastructure and its unique status as the continental hub of railroads, 
which were used as the rights-of-way along which fiber optic cables were unspooled. 
 

2. Improve the Efficiency and Effectiveness of the Governments Responsible for 
Transportation 

 
Illinois has 2,859 units of government that are responsible for building, maintaining and 
operating our transportation systems. Collectively, they spend about $12 billion a year, which 
comes from taxes, license fees, tolls, and transit fares. The families and businesses that pay the 
money to these governments have a right to know that their money is being spent efficiently 
and effectively. 
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With nearly 3,000 units of government spending the money, one can only imagine the number 
of storage garages, front end loaders, and pick-up trucks that each government maintains and 
wonder whether these assets could be used more effectively. 
 
Even if a case can be made for maintaining the number of governments and public agencies 
working on transportation, we will achieve better results if their work is coordinated and 
focused on a common purpose. Competition among public transit agencies in the Chicago area 
hinders progress. State road fund spending is split between metropolitan Chicago and the rest 
of the state based on a άŦƻǊƳǳƭŀέ ǘƘŀǘ Ƙŀǎ ƴƻǘ ōŜŜƴ ŎƘŀƴƎŜŘ ƛƴ ƳƻǊŜ ǘƘŀƴ ǘǿŜƴǘȅ ȅŜŀǊǎΦ ¢ƘŜ 

State 1

Counties 102

Townships that receive MFT 1,403

Municipalities that receive MFT 1,295

Toll Authority 1

Northeast Illinois Transit Agencies 4

Amtrak 1

St. Louis Metro 1

Other Downstate Urban Transit Agencies 10

Other Downstate Rural Transit Agencies 41

Total Governments 2,859

Governments Responsible for 

Transportation in Illinois

Source: IDOT, For the Record 2008, Il l inois State Transportation 

Plan Mobility and Reliability Special Report and Township 

Officials of Il l inois

Expenditures

State & local 

government 

amount

 State 

government

 Local 

government

Highways   $6,660,859 $3,968,566 $2,692,293

Transit   $3,610,709 $1 $3,610,708

Air transportation (airports) $1,444,608 $13,612 $1,430,996

Parking facilities   $59,659 $0 $59,659

Sea and inland port facilities   $10,880 $0 $10,880

Transportation total, including transit $11,786,715 $3,982,179 $7,804,536

Dollar amounts are in thousands.  

Source: 2007 Census of Government Finance, http://www.census.gov/govs/estimate/

Illinois State and Local Government Finances: 2006-07
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Illinois Department of Transportation transfers half of the gas tax money to local governments 
with little or no guidance as to how it is to be used to achieve the results we want. [IDOT For 
the Record]  
 
There is little doubt that Illinois needs to spend more money on its transportation 
infrastructure. Failure to invest more is a threat to our economy. However, those who pay the 
$12 billion bill are looking for a more efficient and effective public system before they show any 
enthusiasm for paying more money. Many taxpayers believe that transportation investment 
decisions are based on political clout rather than on policies that direct funding to places where 
it can improve the lives of residents and support the economy. 
 

3. Design Transportation Polices and Investments to Achieve Economic Goals 
 

Illinois needs to use its authority to shape the transportation system in ways that will promote 
our economy and long-term employment growth. In the 19th and 20th centuries, investments 
in transportation helped make Illinois a leading agricultural state. Getting crops and livestock to 
markets quickly and inexpensively was a goal that paid substantial dividends. 
 
By some estimates, the Interstate Highway system generated as much as a 15% return on 
investment by helping industries with lower freight rates, greater reliability, reduced 
inventories, and reduced travel times.  [Firm Inventory Behavior and the Returns from Highway 
Infrastructure Investments]   
 
Illinois is no longer just an agricultural and manufacturing state. Its economy has changed 
fundamentally, but our transportation policies have not changed accordingly. Illinois needs to 
shape its transportation policies to achieve its economic objectives. 
 
Ninety-ǘƘǊŜŜ ǇŜǊŎŜƴǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǎǘŀǘŜΩǎ ƎǊƻǎǎ ǎǘŀǘŜ ǇǊƻŘǳŎǘ ƛǎ ƎŜƴŜǊŀǘŜŘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ƳŜǘǊƻǇƻƭƛǘŀƴ ŀǊŜŀǎ 
of the state. ώaŜǘǊƻbŀǘƛƻƴ tǊƻŦƛƭŜΥ LƭƭƛƴƻƛǎΩǎ aŜǘǊƻǇƻƭƛǘŀƴ !ǊŜŀǎΣ ¢ƘŜ Brookings Institution]  Yet, 
we still invest as if we were largely a rural state rather than an urban state.  Virtually every 
forecast suggests we will have a future economy with substantially higher petroleum prices. We 
have no plan to adjust to that reality or mitigate the costs. 
 

Making the Most of Transportation Opportunities 
 
A first-ǊŀǘŜ ǘǊŀƴǎǇƻǊǘŀǘƛƻƴ ǎȅǎǘŜƳ Ŏŀƴ ŀŘŘ ōƛƭƭƛƻƴǎ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ǎǘŀǘŜΩǎ ŜŎƻƴƻƳȅ ōȅ ǊŜŘǳŎƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ 
private costs of transportation and promoting more rapid economic development. The 
economic benefits of a good system are disbursed among millions of households and hundreds 
of thousands of businesses. The public expenditures that pay for transportation, in contrast, are 
concentrated and highly visible. Proposed increases in the gas tax, registration fees, transit 
fares, and tolls are always subject to intense and appropriate public scrutiny. 
 

http://www.dot.state.il.us/ftr2009/hwyimprov.htm
http://www.dot.state.il.us/ftr2009/hwyimprov.htm
http://transportationfortomorrow.org/final_report/pdf/volume_3/background_material/26_firm_inventory_behavior_and_the_returns_from_highway_infrastructure_investments.pdf
http://transportationfortomorrow.org/final_report/pdf/volume_3/background_material/26_firm_inventory_behavior_and_the_returns_from_highway_infrastructure_investments.pdf
http://www.brookings.edu/~/media/Files/Projects/blueprint/statesbp/Illinoisbp.pdf
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Despite the challenge of measuring the benefits effectively, the state and the 2,859 units of 
government that spend money on transportation should be developing policies, plans and 
investments designed to increase the size and productivity of the economy and reduce the 
private costs of transportation.  
 
The Illinois economy has been changing rapidly and fundamentally, and will continue to do so. If 
we do nothing more than repave the trails of the 19th century, pinning our hopes on what has 
worked in the past, we will lose to other states that are more adept at shifting resources and 
changing their policies. It is time for Illinois to reassume its position as a transportation leader. 
 
The remainder of this report provides direction for how to achieve that success. 
 
SECTION I 
LƭƭƛƴƻƛǎΩ tƭŀŎŜ ƛƴ ŀ нмst Century Economy provides a review of how our economy is changing and 
the transportation implications of those changes. 
 
SECTION II 
Transportation for a New Economy ǎŜǘǎ ǎƛȄ Ǝƻŀƭǎ ǘƘŀǘ Lƭƭƛƴƻƛǎ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ǇǳǊǎǳŜ ǘƻ ōǳƛƭŘ ǘƘŜ {ǘŀǘŜΩǎ 
economy as well as action steps for reconnecting our economic objectives with transportation 
investments. 

1. Promote Chicago as a global economy 
2. Build our urban economies 
3. Build our economy around knowledge and innovation 
4. Grow our tourist and travel economy 
5. Expand our freight economy 
6. Build our economy to require less petroleum 

 
SECTION III 
¢ǊŀƴǎǇƻǊǘŀǘƛƻƴ !Ŏǘƛƻƴ tƭŀƴ ŦƻǊ LƭƭƛƴƻƛǎΩ 9ŎƻƴƻƳȅ provides the recommendations.  Highlights of 
ƻǳǊ ǊŜǇƻǊǘΩǎ ǇǊƻǇƻǎŀƭǎ ƛƴŎƭǳŘŜΥ 

¶ Create an Illinois Transportation Advisory Commission to tie economic results to 
transportation investments 

¶ wŜŘŜǎƛƎƴ ŀƴŘ ǊŜƛƴǾŜǎǘ ƛƴ ƳŜǘǊƻǇƻƭƛǘŀƴ /ƘƛŎŀƎƻΩǎ ǘǊŀƴǎƛǘ ǎȅǎǘŜƳ 

¶ Create and Illinois Freight Authority 

¶ Ensure adequate transit for all Illinois residents 

¶ Make counties responsible for township roads 

¶ Raise the gas tax and use it for all transportation modes 

¶ Promote tolling to manage demand and pay for roads and transit 
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L[[LbhL{Ω t[!/9 Lb ! нмst CENTURY ECONOMY 
 
State economies are in a constant state of flux as they respond to new technologies, new laws, 
new politics and new markets. States that understand and respond strategically to these 
changes will be economically successful. Those that cling to old patterns and outdated 
expectations will fall behind as they defend an eroding status quo. 
 
The same forces shaping the global economy are reshaping the economy of the state. In Illinois, 
employment in services more than tripled over the past forty years while employment in 
agriculture and manufacturing fell by almost half during the same period.  
 
The five largest employment sectors account for more than half of all jobs in the state:  
Services, Government, Health Care, Finance, Insurance, and Real Estate, and Retail. 
 

 

Industry Employment
Share of 

Total
Employment

Share of 

Total
Employment

Share of 

Total

Agriculture, Forestry, Fishing 164,034         3% 113,359         2% 90,176           1%

Mining 27,600           1% 19,320           0% 21,226           0%

Construction 233,820         5% 334,342         5% 402,992         5%

Manufacturing 1,420,973     27% 912,514         13% 679,268         9%

Transportation and Utilties 304,981         6% 303,672         4% 337,424         4%

Wholesale Trade 290,218         6% 327,798         5% 331,716         4%

Retail Trade 783,644         15% 758,279         11% 750,732         10%

Finance, Insurance, Real Estate 337,811         7% 637,870         9% 788,873         10%

Services* 714,489         14% 2,068,179     30% 2,544,610     33%

Health Care 181,831         4% 641,364         9% 806,910         11%

Government 719,709         14% 863,924         12% 903,401         12%

Total  5,179,110     6,980,621     7,657,328     

2008 Ranking

Services

Government

Health Care

F.I.R.E.

Retail

Source: Regional  Economic Information System, Bureau of Economic Analys is , US Department of Commerce

1969 1997 2008

*Due to a change from the U.S. Standard Industria l  Class i fication (SIC) system to the North American Industry 

Classi fication System (NAICS) in 1997, the fol lowing adjustments were made to make the data comparable:  1969 

Services excludes Heal th Services. 1997 and 2008 Services includes Information, Professional , scienti fic, and 

technical  services, Management of companies and enterprises,  Adminis trative and waste services, Educational  

services, Arts, entertainment, and recreation,  Accommodation and food services, and  Other services, except 

publ ic adminis tration.  

Illinois Employment
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LƭƭƛƴƻƛǎΩ ŜŎƻƴƻƳȅ ƛǎ ƘƛƎƘƭȅ ŘƛǾŜǊǎƛŦƛŜŘ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜǊŜŦƻǊŜ ƴƻǘ ŀǎ ǾǳƭƴŜǊŀōƭŜ ǘƻ ƳŀƧƻǊ ǎƘƛŦǘǎ ƛƴ ŀ ǎƛƴƎƭŜ 
ǎŜŎǘƻǊΦ Lƴ ǘŜǊƳǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǎǘŀǘŜΩǎ ƎǊƻǎǎ ŘƻƳŜǎǘƛŎ ǇǊƻŘǳŎǘΣ ǘƘŜ ǎŜǊǾƛŎŜ ǎŜŎǘƻǊ ƛǎ ǘƘŜ ƭŀǊƎŜǎǘ ǇǊƻŘǳŎŜǊΣ 
contributing more than $163 billion in 2008 ς ƳƻǊŜ ǘƘŀƴ нр҈ ƻŦ LƭƭƛƴƻƛǎΩ DǊƻǎǎ 5ƻƳŜǎǘƛŎ 
Product (GDP). Services are followed closely by finance, insurance and real estate at $137 
billion. Despite the decline in manufacturing employment, it is still the third largest contributor 
ǘƻ ǘƘŜ D5t ŀǘ Ϸтф ōƛƭƭƛƻƴΦ DƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘ ŀƴŘ ǿƘƻƭŜǎŀƭŜ ǘǊŀŘŜ ǊƻǳƴŘ ƻǳǘ LƭƭƛƴƻƛǎΩ ǘƻǇ ŦƛǾŜ D5t 
producers at $61 and $44 billion respectively. 
 

 

Industry GDP

Share of 

GDP GDP

Share of 

GDP GDP

Share of 

GDP

Agriculture, Forestry, Fishing 1,510$        2% 3,795$        1% 6,284$        1%

Mining 395$            1% 1,058$        0% 1,879$        0%

Construction 3,099$        5% 16,443$      4% 25,786$      4%

Manufacturing 21,596$      32% 65,052$      16% 78,759$      12%

Transportation and Utilities 5,662$        8% 24,331$      6% 37,408$      6%

Wholesale Trade 4,838$        7% 29,536$      7% 43,987$      7%

Retail Trade 5,877$        9% 23,835$      6% 35,161$      6%

Finance, Insurance, Real Estate 10,195$      15% 86,987$      22% 137,243$    22%

Services* 6,768$        10% 92,523$      23% 163,031$    26%

Health Care 1,765$        3% 22,402$      6% 42,900$      7%

Government 5,511$        8% 38,019$      9% 61,261$      10%

Total 67,216$      403,981$    633,699$    

2008 Ranking

Services

F.I.R.E.

Manufacturing

Government

Wholesale Trade

Source: Bureau of Economic Analys is , U.S. Department of Commerce

*Due to a change from the U.S. Standard Industria l  Class i fication (SIC) system to the North American Industry 

Classi fication System (NAICS) in 1997, the fol lowing adjustments were made to make the data comparable: 1969 

Services includes Business services and other services and excludes Heal th services and Social  services.  1997 

and 2008 Services includes Arts, entertainment, and recreation, Accommodation and food services, Professional  

and technical  services, Management of companies and enterprises, Adminis trative and waste services, 

Educational  services, Information, and Other services, except government. 

1969 1997 2008

Illinois Gross Domestic Product
(in millions)
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Characteristics of the 21st Century Economy:  
 

¶ Global: ¢ƻŘŀȅΩǎ ŜŎƻƴƻƳȅ ƛǎ ƛƴǘŜǊŎƻƴƴŜŎǘŜŘ ŀƴŘ 
interdependent. Crops and manufactured goods 
are produced and shipped around the world. 
International agreements regulate vast parts of 
the marketplace. Corporations view themselves 
as borderless. Legal, medical and other services 
are now provided globally. 

¶ Specialized:  Global markets and production 
capabilities, coupled with new information 
technologies, have led to higher degrees of 
specialization. Fully integrated companies that 
owned every part of their production process, 
are a relic of the past. Each firm now does what 
it does best and outsources everything else. 

¶ Services:  The economy that was once 
dominated by growing food and making things is 
now driven by servicesτa meal in a restaurant, 
production of a mortgage contract, or research on 
a new drug. 

¶ Competitive:  The economy has grown more 
competitive as information has become 
increasingly available. There are fewer safe niches 
in the globalizing marketplace. Competitors 
discover them quickly and are relentless in 
exploiting new opportunities. 

¶ Digital:  The ability to move vast amounts of data 
quickly and cheaply has fundamentally 
transformed businesses from farming to publishing 
to steel-making. The process is still underway, 
disrupting the old economy and creating a new 
one. 

¶ Innovative:  The pace of change, the digital tools, 
and the competitiveness of the economy place a premium on innovation and ideas. The 
firms best able to create a new drug or a better way to make a mouse trap will be 
rewarded. The power that drives the new economy is brain power. 

 

Illinois is Losing its Competitive Edge 
 
The Illinois economy has, at times, been an example for other states. There was a time when 
ǿŜ ǿŜǊŜ ǘƘŜ ƴŀǘƛƻƴΩǎ ƭŜŀŘƛƴƎ ŀƎǊƛŎǳƭǘǳǊŀƭ ǎǘŀǘŜΦ hǳǊ ƳŀƴǳŦŀŎǘǳǊƛƴƎ ŜŎƻƴƻƳȅ Ƙŀǎ ōŜŜƴ 
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exemplary. Indeed, since the 19th century, Illinois has 
been known for continually reinventing its economy. 
But our stride has lost its boldness, and we appear to 
be losing our competitive edge. 
 
Other states are passing us by. In 1970, Illinois ranked 
9th in personal income per capita. By 2008, Illinois had 
slipped to 14th. In 1970, Illinois ranked 7th in gross 
state product per capita. By 2008 we fell to 17th. 
According to the 2009 Alec-Laffer State Economic 
Competitiveness Index, Illinois ranked 48th among the 
states in economic performance based on personal 
income per capita, domestic migration, and 
employment growth. We were among the bottom ten 
states in gross state product growth (44th), personal 
income growth (43rd) and non-farm payroll growth 
(48th). [The 2009 Alec-Laffer State Economic 
Competitiveness Index]   
 

http://www.alec.org/am/pdf/tax/09RSPS/26969_REPORT_full.pdf
http://www.alec.org/am/pdf/tax/09RSPS/26969_REPORT_full.pdf
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Area Name 1970 Ranking Area Name 2008 Ranking
United States $4,084 United States $40,166
Alaska $5,248 1 Connecticut $56,245 1
Hawaii $5,077 2 New Jersey $51,473 2
Connecticut $5,071 3 Massachusetts $50,897 3
Nevada $4,932 4 New York $48,809 4
New York $4,868 5 Wyoming $48,580 5
New Jersey $4,813 6 Maryland $48,164 6
California $4,801 7 Virginia $44,075 7
Delaware $4,594 8 Alaska $43,922 8
Ill inois $4,568 9 California $43,852 9
Maryland $4,558 10 New Hampshire $43,423 10
Massachusetts $4,472 11 Colorado $43,021 11
Michigan $4,198 12 Minnesota $42,953 12
Washington $4,189 13 Washington $42,747 13
Rhode Island $4,098 14 Ill inois $42,540 14
Ohio $4,088 15 Hawaii $42,078 15
Pennsylvania $4,069 16 Rhode Island $41,261 16
Minnesota $4,050 17 Nevada $40,936 17
Colorado $4,040 18 Delaware $40,375 18
Florida $3,998 19 North Dakota $39,874 19
Wisconsin $3,981 20 Pennsylvania $39,762 20
Oregon $3,927 21 Nebraska $39,182 21
Wyoming $3,910 22 Florida $39,064 22
New Hampshire $3,883 23 Kansas $38,886 23
Iowa $3,878 24 Vermont $38,700 24
Missouri $3,855 25 South Dakota $38,644 25
Arizona $3,829 26 Texas $37,809 26
Kansas $3,824 27 Wisconsin $37,770 27
Nebraska $3,793 28 Iowa $37,509 28
Virginia $3,792 29 Maine $36,368 29
Indiana $3,791 30 Oregon $36,365 30
Texas $3,628 31 Missouri $36,356 31
Vermont $3,625 32 Louisiana $36,091 32
Montana $3,624 33 Oklahoma $35,969 33
Idaho $3,539 34 Ohio $35,889 34
Oklahoma $3,475 35 North Carolina $35,249 35
Maine $3,413 36 Michigan $34,953 36
Utah $3,389 37 Georgia $34,849 37
Georgia $3,379 38 Tennessee $34,833 38
South Dakota $3,286 39 Montana $34,622 39
North Carolina $3,273 40 Indiana $34,543 40
North Dakota $3,257 41 Arizona $34,339 41
New Mexico $3,189 42 Alabama $33,655 42
Kentucky $3,176 43 New Mexico $33,389 43
Tennessee $3,176 44 Idaho $32,994 44
West Virginia $3,109 45 South Carolina $32,495 45
Louisiana $3,089 46 Arkansas $32,257 46
South Carolina $3,055 47 Utah $32,050 47
Alabama $2,962 48 Kentucky $31,936 48
Arkansas $2,840 49 West Virginia $31,634 49
Mississippi $2,628 50 Mississippi $30,383 50

Source: State Annual  Personal  Income, Bureau of Economic Analys is

http://www.bea.gov/regional /spi /defaul t.cfm?selTable=summary

Per Capita Personal Income



 

17 

 

 

State 1970 Rank State 2008 Rank
United States $27,418 United States $46,588
Alaska $42,705 1 Delaware $70,815 1
Nevada $36,678 2 Alaska $69,813 2
Hawaii $34,371 3 Wyoming $66,289 3
New York $34,221 4 Connecticut $61,742 4
Wyoming $32,292 5 New York $58,721 5
Delaware $31,973 6 Massachusetts $56,170 6
Ill inois $31,414 7 New Jersey $54,699 7
California $31,123 8 Virginia $51,103 8
Connecticut $30,032 9 Nevada $50,471 9
New Jersey $29,773 10 Louisiana $50,380 10
Michigan $28,836 11 Minnesota $50,350 11
Washington $28,187 12 Colorado $50,330 12
Massachusetts $28,105 13 Texas $50,294 13
Ohio $28,007 14 California $50,243 14
Minnesota $26,957 15 Hawaii $49,563 15
Pennsylvania $26,832 16 Washington $49,285 16
Maryland $26,536 17 Ill inois $49,118 17
Missouri $26,354 18 North Dakota $48,650 18
Indiana $26,232 19 Maryland $48,518 19
Arizona $26,149 20 Nebraska $46,693 20
Colorado $25,951 21 South Dakota $45,958 21
Texas $25,877 22 New Hampshire $45,603 22
Oregon $25,874 23 Iowa $45,196 23
Louisiana $25,820 24 Rhode Island $45,075 24
Nebraska $25,672 25 Pennsylvania $44,448 25
Wisconsin $25,344 26 Kansas $43,799 26
Rhode Island $25,178 27 North Carolina $43,393 27
Virginia $25,095 28 Wisconsin $42,720 28
Iowa $25,030 29 Oregon $42,631 29
Florida $24,889 30 Georgia $41,066 30
North Carolina $24,817 31 Ohio $41,051 31
Vermont $24,777 32 Vermont $40,952 32
Kansas $24,067 33 Florida $40,599 33
New Mexico $24,060 34 Tennessee $40,568 34
Kentucky $23,780 35 New Mexico $40,265 35
Georgia $23,384 36 Missouri $40,225 36
Idaho $23,293 37 Oklahoma $40,207 37
Montana $23,180 38 Utah $40,117 38
Utah $23,178 39 Indiana $39,967 39
New Hampshire $22,931 40 Arizona $38,289 40
West Virginia $22,780 41 Michigan $38,241 41
Tennessee $22,619 42 Maine $37,760 42
Oklahoma $22,316 43 Montana $37,099 43
Maine $22,019 44 Kentucky $36,643 44
North Dakota $20,461 45 Alabama $36,469 45
South Carolina $20,393 46 South Carolina $34,909 46
South Dakota $20,297 47 Idaho $34,615 47
Alabama $20,030 48 Arkansas $34,437 48
Arkansas $19,134 49 West Virginia $33,978 49
Mississippi $18,141 50 Mississippi $31,233 50

Source: Bureau of Economic Analys is , U.S. Department of Commerce

Per Capita GDP
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The Milliken Institute periodically produces a Best-Performing Cities Index that is designed to 
ƳŜŀǎǳǊŜ ǿƘƛŎƘ ƳŜǘǊƻǇƻƭƛǘŀƴ ŀǊŜŀǎ ŀǊŜ άƳƻǎǘ successful in terms of job-creation and retention, 
ǘƘŜ ǉǳŀƭƛǘȅ ƻŦ Ƨƻōǎ ōŜƛƴƎ ǇǊƻŘǳŎŜŘΣ ŀƴŘ ƻǾŜǊŀƭƭ ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ǇŜǊŦƻǊƳŀƴŎŜέΦ Lƴ ǘƘŜ нллф ǊŜǇƻǊǘΣ ǘƘŜ 
Chicago region was ranked 148th out of the 200 largest metropolitan areas in the country. It 
ranked dead last among the 10 largest metro areas in the country.  [The Milliken Institute 2009 
Best-Performing Cities Index]   
  

Charting a New Course for Illinois 
 
LƭƭƛƴƻƛǎΩ ƘƛƎƘŜǎǘ ǇǊƛƻǊƛǘȅ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ǘƻ ǊŜǾŜǊǎe these troubling trends. This will require sustained 
effort on multiple fronts. The process should start with the Governor and members of the 
DŜƴŜǊŀƭ !ǎǎŜƳōƭȅ ƛŘŜƴǘƛŦȅƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊŎŜǎ ǘƘŀǘ ǎƘŀǇŜ ƻǳǊ ŜŎƻƴƻƳȅΣ ŘŜŦƛƴƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ǎǘŀǘŜΩǎ ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ 
goals, and mobilizing public and private resources to ensure success. Ensuring that our 
transportation policies and practices are in fact building our economy will be a critical part of 
this effort. 
 
  

http://www.milkeninstitute.org/pdf/bpc2009.pdf
http://www.milkeninstitute.org/pdf/bpc2009.pdf
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TRANSPORTATION FOR A NEW ECONOMY 
 
Using transportation to support the economy requires, first, an understanding of the economy 
and second, an agreement on the economic goals we should pursue. This section outlines our 
emerging economy and some transportation policies to support it. 
 
LƭƭƛƴƻƛǎΩ bŜǿ 9ŎƻƴƻƳȅ 

1. Chicago as a global city in a global economy 
2. An  economy dominated by metropolitan regions 
3. An economy of knowledge and innovation 
4. A tourist and business travel economy 
5. An economy of goods movement and management 
6. An economy less reliant on carbon fuels  

 

1.  Chicago as a Global City in a Global Economy 
 
¢ƘŜ /ƘƛŎŀƎƻ ǊŜƎƛƻƴ ŦǳƴŎǘƛƻƴǎ ŀǎ ŀ Ǝƭƻōŀƭ ŎƛǘȅΣ ŀƴŘ ƛǘ ƛǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǎǘŀǘŜΩǎ ōŜǎǘ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘ ǘƻ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ ǘƘƛǎ 
important economic function. During the past decade, dozens of reports have defined and 
ranked global cities. In all of these Chicago has been among the top tier with cities such as 
London, New York and Singapore. 
 
The 2010 Global Cities Index, published by Foreign Policy Magazine, defines global cities as 
ǇƭŀŎŜǎ ǘƘŀǘ άƘƻǎǘ ǘƘŜ ōƛƎƎŜǎǘ ŎŀǇƛǘŀƭ ƳŀǊƪŜǘǎΣ ŜƭƛǘŜ ǳƴƛǾŜǊǎƛties, most diverse and well-educated 
ǇƻǇǳƭŀǘƛƻƴǎΣ ǿŜŀƭǘƘƛŜǎǘ ƳǳƭǘƛƴŀǘƛƻƴŀƭǎΣ ŀƴŘ Ƴƻǎǘ ǇƻǿŜǊŦǳƭ ƛƴǘŜǊƴŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ ƻǊƎŀƴƛȊŀǘƛƻƴǎΦέ Dƭƻōŀƭ 
cities shapeτand are shaped byτthe global economy. They are the places winning the 
competition for money, talent, and resources.  [Foreign Policy Magazine's 2010 Global Cities 
Index]   
 
The Global Cities Index used five dimensions to evaluate sixty-five different world city 
regions: 

1. Business Activity, which includes the value of capital markets, volume of commerce, 
and headquarters location 

2. Human Capital, which measures how well a region is able to attract a talented and 
diverse population 

3. Information Exchange, which measures how well news and information is dispersed 
about and to the rest of the world 

4. Cultural Experience, which is the level of diverse attractions for international 
residents and travelers 

5. Political Engagement, which measures the degree to which the city influences 
international debate and policy making 

 
Overall, the Chicago region was ranked 6th among global cities in the world. Chicago cannot 
maintain its status as a global city without great air transportation and great transit. 

http://www.foreignpolicy.com/node/373401
http://www.foreignpolicy.com/node/373401
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aŜǘǊƻǇƻƭƛǘŀƴ /ƘƛŎŀƎƻΩǎ Ƴƻǎǘ ǊŜŎŜƴǘ ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ǊŜ-invention ς from an industrial city to a global 
business capital ς is linked to the dramatic growth in its highly educated business services talent 
ǇƻƻƭǎΣ ǿƘƻ ǎŜǊǾŜ ǘƘŜƛǊ ǿƻǊƭŘǿƛŘŜ ŎǳǎǘƻƳŜǊǎ ŀƴŘ ŎƭƛŜƴǘǎ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ǘƘŜ ǊŜƎƛƻƴΩǎ ǇŀǎǎŜƴƎŜǊ ŀƛǊ 
infrastructure and who rely daily on the regional transit system between their homes and 
offices. It is also worth noting the significant growth of the region as the leading North 
American international freight handler that has also secured large numbers of middle-class 
άƎƭƻōŀƭέ ƧƻōǎΣ ƛƴŎǊŜŀǎƛƴƎƭȅ ƭƛƴƪŜŘ to global freight movement. 
 

World-Class Aviation 
 
A highly efficient, world-Ŏƭŀǎǎ ŀƛǊ ǘǊŀǾŜƭ ǎȅǎǘŜƳ ƛǎ ŜǎǎŜƴǘƛŀƭ ŦƻǊ ƳŀƛƴǘŀƛƴƛƴƎ /ƘƛŎŀƎƻΩǎ ǎǘŀǘǳǎ ŀǎ ŀ 
Ǝƭƻōŀƭ Ŏƛǘȅ ŀƴŘ ŎƻƴƴŜŎǘƛƴƎ ŀƭƭ ƻŦ Lƭƭƛƴƻƛǎ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ǿƻǊƭŘΦ /ƘƛŎŀƎƻ ŎŀƴΩǘ ōŜ ŀ Ǝƭƻōŀƭ Ŏƛǘȅ ǿƛǘƘƻǳǘ ŀ 
great ŀƛǊ ǘǊŀƴǎǇƻǊǘŀǘƛƻƴ ǎȅǎǘŜƳΣ ŀƴŘ ǿŜ ǿƻǳƭŘ ƴƻǘ ōŜ άƎƭƻōŀƭέ ǘƻŘŀȅ ǿƛǘƘƻǳǘ ƻǳǊ ƘƛǎǘƻǊȅ ƻŦ 
leadership in commercial aviation. Businesses and new-economy venture capitalists are more 
likely to locate investments in places with high accessibility to air travel. Non-stop access to 
ŎƛǘƛŜǎ ŀǊƻǳƴŘ ǘƘŜ ǿƻǊƭŘ ŦǊƻƳ hΩIŀǊŜ ǿŀǎ ƻƴŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǊŜŀǎƻƴǎ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ .ƻŜƛƴƎ /ƻƳǇŀƴȅ ŎƘƻǎŜ ǘƻ 
move its headquarters from Seattle to Chicago.  
 
hΩIŀǊŜ ŀƴŘ ƻǘƘŜǊ ƳŀƧƻǊ ŀƛǊǇƻǊǘǎΣ ƛƴŎƭǳŘƛƴƎ /ƘƛŎŀƎƻΩǎ aƛŘǿŀȅΣ aƛƭǿŀǳƪŜŜΩǎ aƛǘŎƘŜƭƭ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ 
Gary airport will be important in maintaining connections to North American destinations. The 
planned airport at Peotone might accommodate volumes that the others cannot handle, 
ŜǎǇŜŎƛŀƭƭȅ ŦƻǊ ŀƛǊ ŦǊŜƛƎƘǘΦ hΩIŀǊŜ ŎǳǊǊŜƴǘƭȅ ōƻŀǎǘǎ ƴƻƴ-stop travel to cities around the world. To 
Ƴŀƛƴǘŀƛƴ ƛǘǎ Ǝƭƻōŀƭ ƭŜŀŘŜǊǎƘƛǇ ǇƻǎƛǘƛƻƴΣ hΩIŀǊŜ Ƴǳǎǘ ŀŘŘ ǘƘŜ ŎŀǇŀŎƛǘȅ ƻǳǘƭƛƴŜŘ ƛƴ ƛǘǎ 
Modernization Plan.  
 
Great air service is not only about airports and airline schedules. It is also about the rest of the 
ǘǊƛǇΦ ¢ƘŜ ǊŜƎƛƻƴΩǎ ŀƛǊǇƻǊǘǎ ƴŜŜŘ ǘo function as part of an integrated system and each airport 
should operate as a hub that connects intercity passenger rail, commuter rail, bus rapid transit, 
Ǌŀƛƭ ǘǊŀƴǎƛǘ ŀƴŘ ŎŀǊǎΦ !ƛǊ ǘǊŀǾŜƭŜǊǎ ŘƻƴΩǘ ǿŀƴǘ ǘƻ ǎǇŜƴŘ ŀǎ ƳǳŎƘ ǘƛƳŜ ƎŜǘǘƛƴƎ ǘƻ ŀƴŘ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ 
airport as they spend in the air. But multiple authorities, competing agencies, and fragmented 
planning and funding make it difficult to act in a coordinated manner to maintain and enhance 
our status as a center of air travel in a global economy. 
 
Airline servƛŎŜ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ƛƴŎƭǳŘŜ ŜȄǇǊŜǎǎ ǘǊŀƴǎƛǘ ǎŜǊǾƛŎŜ ǘƻ hΩIŀǊŜ ŀƴŘ aƛŘǿŀȅ ŦǊƻƳ Řƻǿƴǘƻǿƴ 
Chicago as well as connections to the planned high speed rail network. We should add 
ǎǳōǳǊōŀƴ ǘǊŀƴǎƛǘ ǎǳŎƘ ŀǎ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻǇƻǎŜŘ ōǳǎ ǊŀǇƛŘ ǘǊŀƴǎƛǘ ǎȅǎǘŜƳ ŦǊƻƳ bŀǇŜǊǾƛƭƭŜ ǘƻ hΩIŀǊŜΦ wƻŀd 
ŀŎŎŜǎǎ ǘƻ hΩIŀǊŜ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ ǿŜǎǘ ƛǎ ŜǎǎŜƴǘƛŀƭ ŦƻǊ ƪŜŜǇƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ŀƛǊǇƻǊǘ ŦǊƻƳ ŎƘƻƪƛƴƎ ǿƛǘƘ ǘǊŀŦŦƛŎΦ 
Great air travel systems provide access to far-flung markets and stimulate the growth of a 
knowledge economy that relies on the worldwide exchange of ideas and innovation. 
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World-Class Transit                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                          
 
Global cities require great transit systems. Global cities have high concentrations of legal, 
finaƴŎƛŀƭΣ ŎƻƴǎǳƭǘƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ ƻǘƘŜǊ ƪƴƻǿƭŜŘƎŜ ǿƻǊƪŜǊǎΦ ¢ƘŜǎŜ ǿƻǊƪŜǊǎ ŎƻƴŎŜƴǘǊŀǘŜ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǊŜƎƛƻƴΩǎ 
core because they need close physical proximity to one another as they integrate their services 
and provide the money and ideas that drive global economic systems. This dense, concentrated 
ŜƳǇƭƻȅƳŜƴǘ Ŏŀƴ ƻƴƭȅ ōŜ ǎǳǎǘŀƛƴŜŘ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ǘǊŀƴǎƛǘΦ aƻǊŜ ǘƘŀƴ ƘŀƭŦ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǿƻǊƪŜǊǎ ƛƴ /ƘƛŎŀƎƻΩǎ 
central business district use transit to get to work.  [City of Chicago 2009 Central Area Action 
Plan] 

 
Those who work in the global economy have a strong preference for urban living with its higher 
densities and access to cultural amenities. These preferences can only be fulfilled in areas 
where transit service adequately complements other forms of transportation.  
 
/ƘƛŎŀƎƻΩǎ ƭŀƪŜŦǊƻƴǘ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ {ƻǳǘƘ [ƻƻǇ ǘƻ aƻƴǘǊƻǎŜ !ǾŜƴǳŜ ǘȅǇƛŦƛŜǎ ǘƘŜ ŘŜƳŀƴŘ ŦƻǊ 
transportation options. A World Business Chicago analysis revealed an extraordinarily high 
concentration of people with college and graduate-level degrees working in business services. 
In addition to having a preference for transit, they were also more inclined to bicycle or walk to 
work. 
 
Metropolitan Chicago has the potential to produce a great transit system to support the 
/ƘƛŎŀƎƻ ǊŜƎƛƻƴΩǎ ǎǘŀǘǳǎ ŀǎ ŀ Ǝƭƻōŀƭ ŎƛǘȅΦ wŜŀƭƛȊƛƴƎ ǘƘƛǎ ǇƻǘŜƴǘƛŀƭ ǿƛƭƭ ǊŜǉǳƛǊŜ ǘƘǊŜŜ ǘƘƛƴƎǎΥ ƳƻǊŜ 
money, better organization and policies that prioritize transit. 
 

Talent Leads Investment 
In 1994, the state gave Motorola $35 million in incentives to subsidize the building of a research 
center on 400 acres in Harvard, Illinois, near the Wisconsin border. In 2003 the building was 
closed and the R&D staff was moved to downtown Chicago on North Michigan Avenue, where 
the successful Razr mobile phone was created. The location preferences of the young, technical 
work force were more important than the cheaper real estate of a remote location. The Harvard 
facility was isolated from urban amenities and could only be accessed by car or slow, infrequent 
train service. In Chicago, the workers can live in the neighborhoods they prefer and have a range 
of transportation options. 
 
Money for Transit 
 
We are seriously under-investing in transit in the Chicago area, a system that provides 650 
million rides each year. [RTA 2010 Budget]  We are living off investments made decades or even 
a century ago and not providing the funds to maintain the system, let alone make new 
investments to apply new technology and meet new demands. 
 

http://egov.cityofchicago.org/webportal/COCWebPortal/COC_ATTACH/Transportation.pdf
http://egov.cityofchicago.org/webportal/COCWebPortal/COC_ATTACH/Transportation.pdf
http://www.rtachicago.com/images/stories/About_the_RTA/Financial__legal_documents/GFOA%20BudgetA.pdf
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The Regional Transportation Authority (RTA) estimates that an additional $2.5 billion in capital 
is needed each year just to maintain the existing system.  [RTA Capital Asset Condition 
Assessment]  Transit expansion projects identified by communities and advocates total $60 
billion ς ǘƘŀǘΩǎ ŀƴ ŀŘŘƛǘƛƻƴŀƭ Ϸн ōƛƭƭƛƻƴ ŀ ȅŜŀǊ ƻǾŜǊ ǘƘŜ ƴŜȄǘ ол ȅŜŀǊǎΦ [CMAP's List of Fiscally 

Year

CTA Bus 

(1)

CTA Rail 

(2) CTA  Total Metra

Pace 

Suburban 

Service (1)

Pace Regional 

ADA 

Paratransit 

Service

Region  

Total 

1985 487.9 155.9 643.8 61.8 38.4 744.0

1986 467.6 145.7 613.3 62.1 36.1 711.5

1987 440.7 148.6 589.3 64.0 35.6 688.9

1988 424.3 149.4 573.7 67.0 36.8 677.5

1989 421.7 147.7 569.4 68.4 37.9 675.7

1990 423.2 146.7 569.9 69.3 40.3 679.5

1991 394.1 135.3 529.4 69.0 40.5 638.9

1992 373.3 120.6 493.9 70.0 39.3 603.2

1993 328.1 118.5 446.6 69.9 38.3 554.8

1994 327.3 120.9 448.2 72.0 38.6 558.8

1995 307.3 119.3 426.6 70.4 37.2 534.2

1996 303.3 124.0 427.3 70.6 37.5 535.4

1997 288.9 130.0 418.9 72.3 37.9 529.1

1998 291.7 132.4 424.1 74.5 39.3 537.9

1999 300.2 141.7 441.9 76.6 40.2 558.7

2000 303.3 147.2 450.5 78.8 38.6 567.9

2001 303.1 151.7 454.8 79.2 37.0 571.0

2002 304.8 152.4 457.2 76.8 34.8 568.8

2003 293.7 150.3 444.0 74.8 33.7 552.5

2004 296.2 148.3 444.5 74.4 34.1 553.0

2005 305.6 186.8 492.4 77.0 36.9 606.3

2006 299.6 195.2 494.8 80.8 38.0 613.6

2007 309.3 190.3 499.5 84.3 36.6 2.5 622.9

2008 328.2 198.1 526.3 86.8 37.8 2.7 653.5

(2) CTA-Rai l  ridership includes ra i l  to ra i l  transfers beginning in 2005.

Source: Regional  Transportation Authori ty

Metropolitan Chicago Transit Ridership
(in millions)

(1) On July 1, 2006, Pace began operating ADA paratransi t service in the CTA service area.  Pace Suburban 

Service ridership Includes Pace service area ADA Paratransi t ridership through the end of 2006.  CTA-Bus 

ridership includes CTA service area ADA paratransi t ridership through the fi rs t hal f of 2006.  Pace Suburban 

Service ridership includes CTA service area ADA paratransi t ridership during the second hal f of 2006.

http://www.chicagometropolis2020.org/documents/RTACapitalAssetConditionAssessmentOnePager.pdf
http://www.chicagometropolis2020.org/documents/RTACapitalAssetConditionAssessmentOnePager.pdf
http://www.goto2040.org/uploadedFiles/RCP/Scenarios/Scenario_Web_Pages/Capital_Projects/List%20of%20Fiscally%20Constrained%20Major%20Capital%20Projects.pdf
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Constrained Major Transportation Capital Projects]   [CMAP's List of Unconstrained Major 
Transportation Capital Projects] Because we are not making this investment the system is 
deteriorating, jeopardizing our competitive position. 
 

 

New facilities and extensions           Project Category Billions
Red Line Extension (South) Rapid Transit $1.88
West Loop Transportation Center  Rapid Transit $4.15

Expansions and improvements           Project Category Billions
North Red/Purple Line Improvements Rapid Transit $3.45
Rock Island Improvements Commuter Rail $0.43
SouthWest Service Improvements  Commuter Rail $0.31
UP North Improvements Commuter Rail $0.66
UP Northwest Improvements/Extension Commuter Rail $0.54
UP West Improvements Commuter Rail $0.85
Fiscally Constrained Project Total $12.27

New facilities and extensions           Project Category Billions
Blue Line West Extension Rapid Transit $5.58
BNSF Extension  Commuter Rail $0.12
Brown Line Extension Rapid Transit $8.98
Central Area Transitway  Bus Rapid Transit $0.50
Circle Line (North)  Rapid Transit $4.85
Circle Line (South)  Rapid Transit $1.79
DuPage "J" Line  Bus Rapid Transit $2.16
Inner Circumferential Rail Service  Commuter Rail $2.67
Metra Electric Extension  Commuter Rail $0.43
Mid-City Transitway  Rapid Transit $3.16
Milwaukee District North Extension  Commuter Rail $0.96
Milwaukee District West Extension  Commuter Rail $1.29
O'Hare to Schaumburg Transit Service  Rapid Transit $2.43
Orange Line Extension  Rapid Transit $0.69
Rock Island Extension  Commuter Rail $0.12
Southeast Service  Commuter Rail $1.17
SouthWest Service Extension/Full Service Commuter Rail $0.71
STAR Line  Commuter Rail $4.39
Yellow Line Enhancements and Extension Rapid Transit $0.36

Expansions and improvements           Project Category Billions
Express Airport Train Service Rapid Transit $2.87
Heritage Corridor Commuter Rail $0.43
Milwaukee District North Improvements  Commuter Rail $0.12
North Central Service Improvements  Commuter Rail $0.72
South Lakefront Corridor  Rapid Transit $1.66
Unconstrained Project Total $48.16

$60.43

Source: CMAP, GoTo2040 Draft Plan

Unconstrained Major Capital Transit Projects

Proposed Major Capital Transit Projects

Fiscally Constrained Major Capital Transit Projects

Constrained and Unconstrained Major Capital Transit Projects

http://www.goto2040.org/uploadedFiles/RCP/Scenarios/Scenario_Web_Pages/Capital_Projects/List%20of%20Unconstrained%20Major%20Capital%20Projects.pdf
http://www.goto2040.org/uploadedFiles/RCP/Scenarios/Scenario_Web_Pages/Capital_Projects/List%20of%20Unconstrained%20Major%20Capital%20Projects.pdf
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A Better Organization 
 
The best transit system ς one deserving world-class rank ς would enable twice as many people 
to use transit conveniently. It would feel like a unified system to those who use it, enabling 
riders to go anywhere without barriers that delay and hinder movement. To achieve that type 
of customer experience, our transit system needs to be extremely well organized and 
coordinated.  
 
¢ƘŜǊŜ ŀǊŜ ǘƘǊŜŜ άǎŜǊǾƛŎŜ ōƻŀǊŘǎέ ς the Chicago Transit Authority (CTA), with bus and rail service 
in Chicago and about 40 surrounding suburbs; Metra regional commuter rail service; and Pace 
suburban bus and regional para-transit service. The Regional Transportation Authority (RTA) is 
responsible for fiscal oversight, strategic planning and funding the operations of the service 
boards, but it has limited legal and even less political authority to coordinate service. By law 
and tradition the RTA still distributes operating and capital dollars using formulas that were set 
a quarter century ago. 

 
Pro-Transit Policies 
 
To double transit use and gain the associated economic benefits, public policies need to be 
aligned so transit can be a rational choice for more people. Current Illinois tax policies do the 
opposite ς they favor driving cars over riding transit. Increases in transit fares have outpaced 
the rate of inflation, while the gas tax and tolls have not even kept up with inflation. Further, 
local governments routinely levy property taxes to pay for roads but not for transit.  
 
Funding methods, regulations, road designs and 
development standards all represent policy 
choices that affect travel choices. Funding 
formulas and regulations that favor roads enable 
more people to drive and fewer to use transit. If 
road designs make transit access difficult or 
dangerous, few people will ride the bus. But if it 
becomes a priority to provide easy and safe 
access to transit, more people will use it. Local 
governments can encourage development that 
enables more people to live or work near transit, 
and the state can reward those that do. The state 
needs to develop a coherent set of transportation 
policies that will ensure that each transportation 
program or investment will encourage more 
people to use transit.  
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To maintain and develop our global position, we should be growing transit services, not 
reducing them. More money, better organization and policies that prioritize transit will enable 
the Chicago region to maximize the economic benefit of transit and, in turn, enhance the 
economy of Illinois. Successful global cities have made transit a choice because they understand 
that it supports their economy. 
 

2. An Economy Dominated by Metropolitan Regions 
 
Illinois should embrace and encourage our status as an urban state. Our population and 
economy are concentrated in just 36 of the 102 counties.  
 

Year Gasoline Base toll1 CTA2 Metra3 Pace CPI

1990 0.19 0.40 1.25 3.30 1.00 130.7

1991 0.19 0.40 1.25 3.30 1.00 136.2

1992 0.19 0.40 1.50 3.30 1.10 140.3

1993 0.19 0.40 1.50 3.30 1.10 144.5

1994 0.19 0.40 1.50 3.30 1.15 148.2

1995 0.19 0.40 1.50 3.30 1.15 152.4

1996 0.19 0.40 1.50 3.50 1.15 156.9

1997 0.19 0.40 1.50 3.50 1.15 160.5

1998 0.19 0.40 1.50 3.50 1.15 163

1999 0.19 0.40 1.50 3.50 1.15 166.6

2000 0.19 0.40 1.50 3.50 1.25 172.2

2001 0.19 0.40 1.50 3.50 1.50 177.1

2002 0.19 0.40 1.50 3.70 1.50 179.9

2003 0.19 0.40 1.50 3.70 1.50 184

2004 0.19 0.40 1.75 3.70 1.50 188.9

2005 0.19 0.40 1.75 3.70 1.50 195.3

2006 0.19 0.40 2.00 3.90 1.50 201.6

2007 0.19 0.40 2.00 3.90 1.50 207.3

2008 0.19 0.40 2.00 4.30 1.50 215.303

2009 0.19 0.40 2.25 4.30 1.75 214.537

% Increase 

1990-2009 0.0% 0.0% 80.0% 30.3% 75.0% 64.1%

1.   Average rate on all Illinois Tollroads (excluding I-355) for autos.  Includes I-Pass Discount.

2.  CTA base rail fare.  Excludes Chicago Card discount.  

3.  Base fare of a Metra Zone A to Zone E trip.

Transportation Price Increases, 1990 - 2009

Sources: RTA, Illinois State Toll Highway Authority, Bureau of Labor Statistics (US Department of Labor) 

and Federal Highway Administation (US Department of Transportation)
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IlƭƛƴƻƛǎΩ ƳŜǘǊƻǇƻƭƛǘŀƴ ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŜǎ ŦƻǊƳ ǘƘŜ ŎƻǊŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǎǘŀǘŜΩǎ ŜŎƻƴƻƳȅ ŀƴŘ ŎƻƴǘŀƛƴΥ 

¶ ут҈ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǎǘŀǘŜΩǎ ǇƻǇǳƭŀǘƛƻƴ 

¶ фо҈ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǎǘŀǘŜΩǎ ƎǊƻǎǎ ǎǘŀǘŜ ǇǊƻŘǳŎǘ 

¶ фл҈ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǎǘŀǘŜΩǎ ƘƻǳǎŜƘƻƭŘ ƛƴŎƻƳŜ 

¶ фо҈ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǎǘŀǘŜΩǎ ǊŜŀƭ ŜǎǘŀǘŜ ǘŀȄŜǎ 

¶ 92% of the population with a college degree  
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1950  (13) 1960  (15) 1970  (19) 1980  (23) 1990  (26) 2000  (28) 2007  (36)

Cook Champaign Boone Boone Boone Boone Bond

DuPage Cook Champaign Champaign Champaign Champaign Boone

Kane DuPage Cook Clinton Clinton Clinton Calhoun

Lake Kane DuPage Cook Cook Cook Champaign

Macon Lake Henry DuPage DuPage DeKalb Clinton

Madison Macon Kane Henry Grundy DuPage Cook

Peoria Madison Lake Kane Henry Grundy DeKalb

Rock Island McHenry Macon Kankakee Jersey Henry DuPage

Sangamon Peoria Madison Lake Kane Jersey Ford

St. Clair Rock Island McHenry Macon Kankakee Kane Grundy

Tazewell Sangamon McLean Madison Kendall Kankakee Henry

Will St. Clair Peoria McHenry Lake Kendall Jersey

Winnebago Tazewell Rock Island McLean Macon Lake Kane

Will Sangamon Menard Madison Macon Kankakee

Winnebago St. Clair Monroe McHenry Madison Kendall

Tazewell Peoria McLean McHenry Lake

Will Rock Island Menard McLean Macon

Winnebago Sangamon Monroe Menard Macoupin

Woodford St. Clair Peoria Monroe Madison

Tazewell Rock Island Ogle Marshall

Will Sangamon Peoria McHenry

Winnebago St. Clair Rock Island McLean

Woodford Tazewell Sangamon Menard

Will St. Clair Mercer

Winnebago Tazewell Monroe

Woodford Will Peoria

Winnebago Piatt

Woodford Rock Island

Sangamon

St. Clair

Stark

Tazewell

Vermilion

Will

Winnebago

Woodford

Illinois Metropolitan Statistical Area Counties

Source: US Census Bureau, Metropol i tan and Micropol i tan Statis tical  Areas, Counties wi th metropol i tan and 

micropol i tan s tatis tical  area codes, November 2007
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Metro Counties Population Non Metro Counties Population

Bond County 18,103 Adams County 67,054

Boone County 54,020 Alexander County 7,914

Calhoun County 5,019 Brown County 6,591

Champaign County 195,671 Bureau County 34,699

Cl inton County 36,368 Carrol l  County 15,749

Cook County 5,287,037 Cass County 13,559

DeKalb County 107,333 Chris tian County 34,253

DuPage County 932,541 Clark County 16,657

Ford County 13,911 Clay County 13,538

Grundy County 48,421 Coles County 52,065

Henry County 49,314 Crawford County 19,433

Jersey County 22,549 Cumberland County 10,716

Kane County 511,892 De Witt County 16,034

Kankakee County 113,215 Douglas County 19,169

Kendal l  County 104,821 Edgar County 18,471

Lake County 712,567 Edwards County 6,444

Macon County 108,204 Effingham County 34,424

Macoupin County 47,774 Fayette County 20,935

Madison County 268,457 Frankl in County 39,312

Marshal l  County 12,702 Ful ton County 36,652

McHenry County 320,961 Gal latin County 5,705

McLean County 167,699 Greene County 13,567

Menard County 12,466 Hamil ton County 8,096

Mercer County 16,276 Hancock County 18,359

Monroe County 33,236 Hardin County 4,358

Peoria County 185,816 Henderson County 7,354

Piatt County 16,550 Iroquois  County 29,690

Rock Is land County 146,826 Jackson County 58,103

Sangamon County 195,716 Jasper County 9,530

St. Cla i r County 263,617 Jefferson County 39,944

Stark County 6,019 Jo Daviess County 21,990

Tazewel l  County 132,466 Johnson County 13,730

Vermi l ion County 80,067 Knox County 51,648

Wil l  County 685,251 LaSal le County 112,498

Winnebago County 299,702 Lawrence County 16,408

Woodford County 38,862 Lee County 34,919

Livingston County 37,777

Logan County 29,776

Metro Counties Population 11,251,449     Marion County 39,008

% of Total  Counties 87.2% Mason County 14,785

Massac County 14,970

Non Metro Counties Population 1,658,960 McDonough County 32,770

% of Total  Counties 12.8% Montgomery County 29,500

Morgan County 34,897

Total  Counties Population 12,910,409 Moultrie County 14,392

Ogle County 55,336

Perry County 22,424

Pike County 16,273

 Source: US Census Bureau, Population Estimates ProgramPope County 3,991

Pulaski  County 6,218

Putnam County 6,009

Randolph County 32,686

Richland County 15,523

Sal ine County 25,738

Schuyler County 6,730

Scott County 5,193

Shelby County 21,803

Stephenson County 46,537

Union County 18,005

Wabash County 11,997

Warren County 17,409

Washington County 14,560

Wayne County 16,294

White County 14,661

Whites ide County 58,961

Wil l iamson County 65,169

Metro and Non Metro County Population 2009

[Metro and Non Metro County 
Population full data set] 

http://www.chicagometropolis2020.org/documents/MetroNonMetroPopulationfulldataset.pdf
http://www.chicagometropolis2020.org/documents/MetroNonMetroPopulationfulldataset.pdf
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[Illinois Counties: Household Income, Real Estate Taxes, College Degrees Full Data Set] 

Metro Area

Total GDP*        

(in millions) Share of State

Chicago-Naperville-Joliet, IL-IN-WI 436,376$             78.5%

St. Louis, MO-IL 17,684$               3.2%

Peoria, IL 14,418$               2.6%

Rockford, IL 10,886$               2.0%

Champaign-Urbana, IL 6,986$                  1.3%

Springfield, IL 7,739$                  1.4%

Davenport-Moline-Rock Island, IA-IL 8,141$                  1.5%

Bloomington-Normal, IL 7,099$                  1.3%

Decatur, IL 4,755$                  0.9%

Kankakee-Bradley, IL 2,690$                  0.5%

Danville, IL 2,052$                  0.4%

Metro Total 518,827$             93.4%

* Includes in-state portion only.

Source: Brookings analys is  of US Census Bureau and Bureau of Economic Analys is  data.  

http://www.brookings.edu/~/media/Fi les/Projects/blueprint/s tatesbp/Il l inoisbp.pdf

Illinois Metropolitan Share of GDP

Households: Aggregate 

household income in 

1999

Specified owner-

occupied housing 

units: Aggregate real 

estate taxes

 Population 25 years 

and over: Male and 

Female, Bachelor's 

degree or higher 

Total Metropolitan Counties $253,422,045,700 6,039,331,200             1,918,292                     

% of Total 89.7% 92.7% 92.3%

Total Non-Metropolitan Counties $29,235,254,200 472,879,500                159,757                        

% of Total 10.3% 7.3% 7.7%

Total All Counties $282,657,299,900 6,512,210,700             2,078,049                     

Source: Census 2000 Summary Fi le 3 (SF 3) - Sample Data 

http://factfinder.census.gov/servlet/CTTable?_ts=290102146278

Illinois Counties: Household Income, Real Estate Taxes, College Degrees

http://www.chicagometropolis2020.org/documents/MetroNonMetroIncomeRETaxDegreesfulldataset.pdf
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Three major metropolitan markets are emerging in Illinois: the Chicago metropolitan region, 

the Southwest/St. Louis region and a cluster of metropolitan areas in central Illinois.   

 
Changes in the national and global economies have changed where people live and work. The 
decline in the need for labor for agricultural and manufacturing economies has resulted in 
massive changes in our employment and settlement patterns. Twenty-first century economies 
are focused in metropolitan areas because these are the best places to accommodate growth in 
service-oriented activities and highly centralized business-to-business and consumer 
transactions. Businesses locate in urban areas to be closer to dense customer markets and 
larger, more skilled pools of labor.  
 
Since 1990, more than half of the counties in Illinois have lost popǳƭŀǘƛƻƴΦ {ƛƴŎŜ нлллΣ LƭƭƛƴƻƛǎΩ 
population has increased by more than 400,000, with nearly all of that growth in metropolitan 
areas. 
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County

Population 

1990

Population 

2000

Population 

2007 County

Population 

1990

Population 

2000

Population 

2007

Adams County 66,090 68,277 67,046 Lee County 34,392 36,062 35,450

Alexander County 10,626 9,590 8,458 Livingston County 39,301 39,678 38,258

Bond County 14,991 17,633 18,103 Logan County 30,798 31,192 29,962

Boone County 30,806 41,784 53,531 McDonough County 35,244 32,913 31,992

Brown County 5,836 6,950 6,566 McHenry County 183,241 260,093 315,943

Bureau County 35,688 35,503 35,036 McLean County 129,180 150,433 164,209

Calhoun County 5,322 5,084 5,167 Macon County 117,206 114,706 108,732

Carroll County 16,805 16,674 15,928 Macoupin County 47,679 49,019 48,235

Cass County 13,437 13,695 13,727 Madison County 249,238 258,949 267,347

Champaign County 173,025 179,669 190,260 Marion County 41,561 41,691 39,587

Christian County 34,418 35,372 34,543 Marshall County 12,846 13,156 12,851

Clark County 15,921 17,008 16,884 Mason County 16,269 16,037 15,151

Clay County 14,460 14,560 13,893 Massac County 14,752 15,161 15,109

Clinton County 33,944 35,531 36,450 Menard County 11,164 12,486 12,466

Coles County 51,644 53,196 51,011 Mercer County 17,290 16,957 16,490

Cook County 5,105,044 5,376,822 5,285,107 Monroe County 22,422 27,619 32,372

Crawford County 19,464 20,452 19,611 Montgomery County 30,728 30,644 29,810

Cumberland County 10,670 11,253 10,842 Morgan County 36,397 36,619 35,272

DeKalb County 77,932 88,975 103,729 Moultrie County 13,930 14,287 14,324

De Witt County 16,516 16,798 16,437 Ogle County 45,957 51,032 55,011

Douglas County 19,464 19,922 19,598 Peoria County 182,827 183,433 182,993

DuPage County 781,689 904,152 929,192 Perry County 21,412 23,094 22,596

Edgar County 19,595 19,704 18,919 Piatt County 15,548 16,369 16,493

Edwards County 7,440 6,971 6,572 Pike County 17,577 17,379 16,707

Effingham County 31,704 34,264 34,225 Pope County 4,373 4,413 4,182

Fayette County 20,893 21,802 21,466 Pulaski County 7,523 7,348 6,490

Ford County 14,275 14,241 14,170 Putnam County 5,730 6,086 6,014

Franklin County 40,319 39,029 39,491 Randolph County 34,583 33,893 32,760

Fulton County 38,080 38,250 36,843 Richland County 16,545 16,149 15,546

Gallatin County 6,909 6,445 6,025 Rock Island County 148,723 149,388 147,329

Greene County 15,317 14,761 13,890 St. Clair County 262,852 256,068 261,316

Grundy County 32,337 37,535 47,144 Saline County 26,551 26,733 26,102

Hamilton County 8,499 8,621 8,245 Sangamon County 178,386 188,954 194,122

Hancock County 21,373 20,125 18,839 Schuyler County 7,498 7,189 6,990

Hardin County 5,189 4,800 4,468 Scott County 5,644 5,534 5,215

Henderson County 8,096 8,213 7,587 Shelby County 22,261 22,893 21,759

Henry County 51,159 51,018 49,654 Stark County 6,534 6,332 6,191

Iroquois County 30,787 31,334 30,294 Stephenson County 48,052 48,979 46,573

Jackson County 61,067 59,627 58,841 Tazewell County 123,692 128,485 131,154

Jasper County 10,609 10,117 9,707 Union County 17,619 18,293 18,257

Jefferson County 37,020 40,045 40,168 Vermilion County 88,257 83,924 81,191

Jersey County 20,539 21,668 22,455 Wabash County 13,111 12,937 12,165

Jo Daviess County 21,821 22,289 22,304 Warren County 19,181 18,735 17,402

Johnson County 11,347 12,880 13,065 Washington County 14,965 15,148 14,769

Kane County 317,471 404,116 501,021 Wayne County 17,241 17,151 16,568

Kankakee County 96,255 103,833 110,705 White County 16,522 15,371 14,657

Kendall County 39,413 54,560 96,818 Whiteside County 60,186 60,651 59,198

Knox County 56,393 55,838 51,855 Will County 357,313 502,227 673,586

Lake County 516,418 644,587 710,241 Will iamson County 57,733 61,294 64,541

LaSalle County 106,913 111,549 112,616 Winnebago County 252,913 278,420 298,759

Lawrence County 15,972 15,452 15,588 Woodford County 32,653 35,469 38,017

Data Source: Economic Research ServiceEconomic Research Service, USDA, Washington, DC.

Population of Illinois Counties 1990 - 2007
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Put the Money Where the Jobs Are 
 
LƭƭƛƴƻƛǎΩ ǘǊŀƴǎǇƻǊǘŀǘƛƻƴ ǇƻƭƛŎƛŜǎ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ǊŜƛƴŦƻǊŎŜ ƛǘǎ 
status as a metropolitan state by concentrating 
transportation dollars in metropolitan areas 
where most people live and work. Metropolitan 
areas are the source of our economic strength and 
transportation investments can reinforce that 
advantage.  
 
Illinois has more than 292,000 miles of road lanes. 
The state ranks 9th in road miles per rural resident 
and 47th in road miles for each urban resident. 
[FHWA Highway Statistics 2007]  The availability of 
transit in urban areas may explain some of the 
discrepancy in investment. It is also possible that 
the investment policies of the Illinois Department 
of Transportation reflect a practice that favors 
spreading transportation dollars evenly across the 
state, regardless of whether this promotes a 
healthier economy. 
 

http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/policyinformation/statistics/2007/ps1.cfm
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Rank State Mileage Rank State Mileage

1 Texas 653,312 26 Kentucky 163,544

2 California 382,917 27 Virginia 157,578

3 Illinois 292,038 28 Mississippi 155,347

4 Kansas 285,860 29 Montana 149,277

5 Minnesota 282,688 30 New Mexico 142,847

6 Florida 267,524 31 South Carolina 139,549

7 Missouri 266,752 32 Arizona 131,505

8 Ohio 265,940 33 Louisiana 128,321

9 Michigan 255,796 34 Oregon 123,408

10 Pennsylvania 253,412 35 Idaho 99,342

11 Georgia 250,773 36 Utah 92,314

12 New York 241,193 37 New Jersey 84,295

13 Wisconsin 236,764 38 West Virginia 78,788

14 Iowa 235,342 39 Massachusetts 75,995

15 Oklahoma 234,114 40 Nevada 71,255

16 North Carolina 219,954 41 Maryland 68,694

17 Arkansas 203,414 42 Wyoming 58,263

18 Alabama 201,729 43 Maine 46,657

19 Indiana 197,627 44 Connecticut 45,400

20 Tennessee 192,404 45 New Hampshire 32,657

21 Nebraska 189,959 46 Vermont 29,599

22 Colorado 183,252 47 Alaska 29,318

23 North Dakota 175,963 48 Rhode Island 13,725

24 Washington 174,430 49 Delaware 13,528

25 South Dakota 169,993 50 Hawaii 9,459

Source: http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/policyinformation/statistics/2007/ps1.cfm

Total State Lane Mileage 
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Rank State Miles Rank State Miles Rank State Miles
1 Alabama 1.89     1 North Dakota 57.70 1 North Dakota 27.51
2 Wyoming 1.88     2 California 50.67 2 South Dakota 21.35
3 Arkansas 1.87     3 South Dakota 38.14 3 Montana 15.58
4 Mississippi 1.86     4 Kansas 31.34 4 Wyoming 11.14
5 South Dakota 1.71     5 Montana 28.60 5 Nebraska 10.70
6 West Virginia 1.65     6 Nebraska 26.32 6 Kansas 10.30
7 New Hampshire 1.65     7 Wyoming 24.33 7 Iowa 7.88
8 Oklahoma 1.58     8 Iowa 17.53 8 New Mexico 7.25
9 New Mexico 1.57     9 Illinois 17.43 9 Arkansas 7.18

10 Kansas 1.45     10 Utah 16.18 10 Idaho 6.63
11 Iowa 1.43     11 New Mexico 15.47 11 Oklahoma 6.47
12 Idaho 1.43     12 Minnesota 15.33 12 Minnesota 5.44
13 Montana 1.38     13 Oklahoma 14.36 13 Mississippi 5.32
14 South Carolina 1.35     14 Louisiana 13.32 14 Vermont 4.76
15 Missouri 1.35     15 Idaho 13.19 15 Missouri 4.54
16 Vermont 1.26     16 Colorado 12.43 16 Alabama 4.36
17 Nebraska 1.25     17 Arkansas 12.20 17 West Virginia 4.35
18 Wisconsin 1.24     18 Wisconsin 11.35 18 Alaska 4.29
19 North Dakota 1.22     19 Oregon 10.10 19 Wisconsin 4.23
20 North Carolina 1.22     20 Missouri 10.07 20 Kentucky 3.86
21 Kentucky 1.17     21 Alaska 9.98 21 Colorado 3.77
22 Georgia 1.16     22 Washington 9.31 22 Maine 3.54
23 Alaska 1.16     23 Tennessee 8.44 23 Utah 3.49
24 Texas 1.15     24 Mississippi 8.02 24 Oregon 3.29
25 Colorado 1.15     25 Indiana 7.57 25 South Carolina 3.17
26 Maine 1.15     26 Alabama 7.34 26 Tennessee 3.13
27 Utah 1.13     27 Kentucky 7.22 27 Indiana 3.11
28 Minnesota 1.12     28 Ohio 7.13 28 Louisiana 2.99
29 Tennessee 1.12     29 Georgia 7.12 29 Nevada 2.78
30 Nevada 1.11     30 Vermont 6.91 30 Texas 2.73
31 Rhode Island 1.10     31 Arizona 6.87 31 Washington 2.70
32 Ohio 1.10     32 Michigan 6.86 32 Georgia 2.63
33 Florida 1.10     33 Texas 6.48 33 Michigan 2.54
34 Indiana 1.09     34 South Carolina 6.14 34 New Hampshire 2.48
35 Michigan 1.08     35 West Virginia 6.02 35 North Carolina 2.43
36 Connecticut 1.05     36 New York 5.92 36 Ohio 2.32
37 Louisiana 1.02     37 Pennsylvania 5.59 37 Illinois 2.27
38 Arizona 1.02     38 Maine 5.25 38 Arizona 2.07
39 Massachusetts 1.02     39 Florida 5.16 39 Virginia 2.04
40 Delaware 1.01     40 Rhode Island 5.04 40 Pennsylvania 2.04
41 Pennsylvania 1.00     41 Nevada 5.04 41 Delaware 1.56
42 Washington 0.99     42 Virginia 4.98 42 Florida 1.47
43 Oregon 0.98     43 North Carolina 4.80 43 Rhode Island 1.30
44 Virginia 0.93     44 Maryland 3.76 44 Connecticut 1.30
45 New Jersey 0.84     45 Delaware 3.38 45 New York 1.25
46 Maryland 0.81     46 New Jersey 3.31 46 Maryland 1.22
47 Illinois 0.79     47 Connecticut 3.30 47 Massachusetts 1.18
48 New York 0.63     48 New Hampshire 3.22 48 California 1.02
49 Hawaii 0.57     49 Massachusetts 2.87 49 New Jersey 0.97
50 California 0.56     50 Hawaii 1.19 50 Hawaii 0.74

U.S. Average 0.99     U.S. Average 9.54     U.S. Average 2.80     

Source: http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/pol icyinformation/statis tics/2007/ps1.cfm

Lane Miles per Capita (per 100 residents)

Urban mileage per 100 urban Rural mileage per 100 rural Total mileage per 100 
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This problem is not unique to Illinois. U.S. Secretary 
of Transportation Ray LaHood addressed an Illinois 
audience and argued for a new approach to 
transportation investment. He said: 
 

ά²Ŝ ŀƭǎƻ ǿŀƴǘ ǘƻ allow counties and cities to 
work together to develop regional plans 
reflecting both the regional and national 
priorities. Then we would fund them directly. 
The fact is that the metro areas hold over 80% 
ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ¦Φ{Φ ǇƻǇǳƭŀǘƛƻƴΦ ¢ƘŜȅΩǊŜ ƳŀƧƻǊ ŎŜƴǘŜǊǎ 
of economic activity. . . 
  
We think this can be accomplished without 
sacrificing the important investments that 
ŀƭǎƻ ƴŜŜŘ ǘƻ ōŜ ƳŀŘŜ ƛƴ ǊǳǊŀƭ ǘƻǿƴǎΦ ²ƘŀǘΩǎ 
ǊŜŀƭƭȅ ƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴǘ ƛǎƴΩǘ ǘƘŜ ǎƛȊŜ ƻŦ ŀ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ƻǊ ŀ 
ƧǳǊƛǎŘƛŎǘƛƻƴΦ LǘΩǎ ǿƘŜǘƘŜǊ ǿŜ Ŏŀƴ ǎǳŎŎŜŜŘ ƛƴ 
investing in transportation projects that 
enhance our quality of life and help us 
ŎƻƳǇŜǘŜ ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎŀƭƭȅΦέ  [Ray LaHood's September 3, 2009 Speech to the Illinois Road 
and Transportation Builders Association] 
 

http://www.aashtojournal.org/Pages/091109lahood.aspx
http://www.aashtojournal.org/Pages/091109lahood.aspx
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Increased interest by the federal government in funding metropolitan areas directly ς bypassing 
the states ς reflects the failure of states to recognize the changing economy and the growth of 

County

% 

Change County

% 

Change County

% 

Change

Adams 19% Hardin 13% Morgan 15%

Alexander 11% Henderson 15% Moultrie 8%

Bond 12% Henry 17% Ogle 9%

Boone 10% Iroquois 17% Peoria 33%

Brown 7% Jackson 20% Perry 6%

Bureau 16% Jasper 4% Piatt 13%

Calhoun 8% Jefferson 20% Pike 14%

Carroll 10% Jersey 20% Pope 6%

Cass 16% Jo Daviess 12% Pulaski 13%

Champaign 26% Johnson 5% Putnam -8%

Christian 19% Kane 37% Randolph 11%

Clark 3% Kankakee 25% Richland 30%

Clay 8% Kendall 26% Rock Island 17%

Clinton 20% Knox 22% Saline 27%

Coles 26% La Salle 41% Sangamon 9%

Cook 45% Lake 16% Schuyler 24%

Crawford 9% Lawrence 18% Scott 11%

Cumberland 22% Lee 11% Shelby 7%

DeKalb 28% Livingston 14% St. Clair 7%

DeWitt 13% Logan 17% Stark 16%

Douglas 5% Macon 17% Stephenson 8%

DuPage 48% Macoupin 20% Tazewell 25%

Edgar 10% Madison 31% Union 16%

Edwards 0% Marion 19% Vermilion 9%

Effingham 18% Marshall 12% Wabash 9%

Fayette 11% Mason 20% Warren 13%

Ford 11% Massac 22% Washington 10%

Franklin 18% McDonough 18% Wayne 5%

Fulton 23% McHenry 24% White 8%

Gallatin 10% McLean 12% Whiteside 12%

Greene 11% Menard 21% Will 36%

Grundy 23% Mercer 14% Williamson 19%

Hamilton 5% Monroe 25% Winnebago 27%

Hancock 2% Montgomery 10% Woodford 31%

Source: Economic Development Research Group

Projected Change in Employment, 2006 - 2030
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metropolitan America. Illinois does not need to wait for the changes in federal policies that 
ǎŜŜƳ ǘƻ ōŜ ƛƴŜǾƛǘŀōƭŜΣ ōǳǘ Ŏŀƴ ŀŎǘ ƴƻǿ ǘƻ ǊŜǇǊƛƻǊƛǘƛȊŜ ǘƘŜ ǎǘŀǘŜΩǎ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘ 
policies to reflect our standing as an urban state. 
 

.ƻǊŘŜǊǎ 5ƻƴΩǘ aŀǘǘŜǊ 
 
A glance at a map of the Midwest demonstrates that our metropolitan economies are tied to 
those of neighboring states. In 2000, 161,000 Illinois residents commuted to work in adjacent 
states, and 149,000 residents from these states traveled to jobs in Illinois. This integration of 
the labor force among states is accompanied by other strong economic connections. When 
neighboring states have strong economies, we benefit. Our political borders are not congruent 
with the structures that sustain our economy. 
 

 
 
Our transportation policies need to reflect this interstate interdependence. Cooperative efforts 
to build the Illiana Expressway make sense for Illinois and Indiana. Fighting with Indiana about 
the Gary airport does not. Arguing with Missouri over whether or not to toll a bridge over the 
Mississippi River is not productive. These issues have to be analyzed in terms of what will 
strengthen regional economies.  

State Count

Indiana 26,960

Iowa 29,570

Kentucky 4,221

Missouri 86,102

Wisconsin 14,540

Total 161,393

State Count

Indiana 62,357

Iowa 19,669

Kentucky 2,709

Missouri 22,532

Wisconsin 41,603

Total 148,870

Source: US Census 2000 County-to-County Worker Flow Fi les

http://www.census.gov/population/www/cen2000/commuting/index.html

Workers Traveling to and from Illinois and 

Surrounding States

Workers Traveling from Illinois to Surrounding States

Workers Traveling from Surrounding States to Illinois
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άΧ metropolitan areas, they're home to 85% of our jobs and 90% of our economic output. Now, 
that doesn't mean investing in America comes at the expense of rural America; quite the 
opposite.  Investing in mass transit and high-speed rail, for example, doesn't just make our 
downtowns more livable, it helps our regional economies grow.  Investing in renewable energy 
doesn't just make our cities cleaner; it boosts rural areas that harness that energy.  Our urban 
and rural communities are not independent; they are interdependent. So what's needed now is a 
new, imaginative, bold vision tailored to this reality that brings opportunity to every corner of 
ƻǳǊ ƎǊƻǿƛƴƎ ƳŜǘǊƻǇƻƭƛǘŀƴ ŀǊŜŀǎΧέ 
President Barack Obama, July 13, 2009 
 

Connecting Rural and Urban Illinois  
 
Illinois needs to be more creative about the 
transportation needs of rural residents in order to ensure 
that they have convenient access to the metropolitan 
areas that are the source of jobs, medical care and other 
services that are not available in smaller communities. 
This can be accomplished, in part, by maintaining the road 
system and creating fast, frequent, reliable train service 
that connects our metropolitan regions. More 
connections throughout the state would benefit both 
rural and urban places by providing more opportunities 
for rural residents and expanding the workforce of 
employers in Illinois cities. 
 

3. An Economy of Knowledge and 
Innovation 
 
Illinois, like every other state, should be in a race to attract knowledge workers. Attracting and 
keeping knowledge workers means providing the right kind of jobs and the right kind of 
transportation system.  
 
The Illinois economy was built on agriculture and manufacturing, using transportation 
infrastructure to exploit the advantages of geography. Over the past forty years, it has shifted 
toward providing services and creating new ideas, in effect re-inventing the economy.  
 
To be competitive, Illinois must have policies that support high-skilled job growth, development 
of innovation centers, the capacity to move data and venture capital to support an economy 
based on ideas. An economy based on innovation leads to productivity gains for businesses that 
adopt new methods or new inputs to the goods and services they deliver. Future jobs require 
workers who are well educated and highly skilled. 
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Innovation Centers 
 
The Kauffman Foundation, which promotes entrepreneurship, ranks Illinois 16th among the 50 
ǎǘŀǘŜǎ ƛƴ ƛǘǎ ŀōƛƭƛǘȅ ǘƻ ǘŀƪŜ ŀŘǾŀƴǘŀƎŜ ƻŦ !ƳŜǊƛŎŀΩǎ άǘǊŀƴǎŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƛƴǘƻ ŀ Ǝƭƻōŀƭ ŜƴǘǊŜǇǊŜƴŜǳǊƛŀƭ 
and knowledge and innovation-ōŀǎŜŘ bŜǿ 9ŎƻƴƻƳȅΦέ [The Kauffman Foundation's 2008 State 
New Economy Index]  As the 5th largest state in the nation, we should aspire to be better than 
16th.   
 

Innovation centers are places where ideas in a 
knowledge economy are formed and shared. Clusters of 
universities, private and public research facilities, and 
high-tech industries converge to create innovation 
centers. They attract high-skilled personnel, groom 
future workers through curriculum development for 
advanced fields, encourage the growth of venture 
capital, and enable research workers to interact 
efficiently with the businesses that can benefit from 
their research. 
 
Illinois already benefits from innovation centers in 
places such as Chicago, Champaign-Urbana, 
Bloomington-Normal and Carbondale. These centers 
interact with similar centers in Madison, St. Louis, the 
Twin Cities, West Lafayette, and Indianapolis. 
  
Metropolitan Chicago is at the center of three high 
performance digital networks. One was created by the 
University of Illinois, the University of Chicago, and 
Northwestern University and serves university 
researchers throughout the Midwest. A second network 
connects Chicago to the rest of the country with a 
system that will be the foundation for the next 
generation of the 

internet. The third network, supported by the National 
Science Foundation, brings international high 
performance networks into Chicago.  [Advanced Digital 
Communications, World Business Chicago] 
 

Connecting Knowledge Workers 
 
Transportation polices that support a knowledge 
economy include improving transit within places of 
innovation, providing effective rail and road connections 

http://www.kauffman.org/uploadedfiles/2008_state_new_economy_index_120908.pdf
http://www.kauffman.org/uploadedfiles/2008_state_new_economy_index_120908.pdf
http://www.chicagometropolis2020.org/documents/WBCAdvancedDigiComm.pdf
http://www.chicagometropolis2020.org/documents/WBCAdvancedDigiComm.pdf
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between innovation centers in Illinois and the other places in the Midwest, and continuing 
investment in state-of-the-art digital network infrastructure.  
 
The knowledge economy is growing fastest in metropolitan areas and will require infrastructure 
improvements to support it. While some industries are partially able to meet their labor needs 
through telecommuting, most industries require their employees to be onsite each day. This 
demands a transportation system capable of integrating what once were separate labor 
markets, both in terms of distance and skill sets.  
 
Firms that once relied on skilled or semi-skilled workers for manufacturing now look for 
computer programmers, biological scientists and senior managers. If they cannot find these 
skills in Illinois, they will move to another state. Scientists in Champaign-Urbana need the assets 
of Fermi Lab and the Baxter research center. A transportation plan that facilitates the 
interaction of ideas supports the growth of the economy. 
 
Transit is important to the knowledge economy for two reasons. First, workers in the 
knowledge economy need face-to-face interaction with one another. Second, knowledge 
workers show a decided preference for urban living. These patterns can only be supported in 
communities that offer transit, walking and cycling 
options.  
 
Connecting Midwestern innovation centers with fast, 
frequent, and convenient passenger rail service would 
benefit the centers and the businesses they support. 
Enhanced rail service would complement the existing road 
network and give travelers options. Those who are part of 
the knowledge economy could collaborate with others in a 
one day trip. In addition, better rail service would give 
business travelers connections and attract tourists. 
 

Moving Data 
 
Knowledge workers not only need face-to-face interaction 
with their peers, they also need access to a robust digital 
network infrastructure. They need to be able to move 
data, text, images, and money securely and at lightning 
speed. A fraction of a second can provide an advantage in 
the digital financial economy. Information technology and 
access to the digital network have a profound impact on 
Ƙƻǿ ǿŜ ƭƛǾŜ ŀƴŘ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ŎƘŀǊŀŎǘŜǊ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǎǘŀǘŜΩǎ ŜŎƻƴƻƳȅΦ  
 
Because the systems that transport data are largely 
invƛǎƛōƭŜ ǘƻ ǳǎΣ ǿŜ ƻŦǘŜƴ ŘƻƴΩǘ ƎƛǾŜ ǘƘŜƳ ǘƘŜ ǎŀƳŜ 
attention that we give highways, airports, and trains. 


















































































































