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1.0 Introduction

This report builds on information already developed at the state and regional
levels through previous MnDOT work and FHWA Freight Analysis Framework
(FAF) data on commodity flows to sketch out a picture of current and future
freight flows. This report includes:

¢ An inventory of Minnesota’s highways, port facilities, major distribution
centers, air cargo facilities, rail facilities, and waterborne system elements
using information readily at hand. This includes maps of the facilities and
descriptions of their key attributes (e.g., traffic volumes, capacity, types of
commodities moved, and intermodal connections), as information was
available.

e A profile of current and future freight system demand using data from the
FAF to describe freight transportation demands affecting Minnesota by
mode, commodity classification, and origin/destination movements. The
base year for the study is 2012 and the future projections are for 2040. While
the FAF version 3.5 (FAF3.5) provides current and future multimodal freight
demand information, it does have some geographic shortcomings in
Minnesota, e.g., the State is divided into just two regions —one representing
the greater Minneapolis-St. Paul region, and the other the remainder of the
State. Therefore, this data was used to assess which freight flows are
growing and declining, and will be supplemented by stakeholder interviews.

Cambridge Systematics, Inc. 1-1
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2.0 Minnesota Freight System
Inventory

Minnesota’s freight network encompasses multiple modes of transportation that
work together to ensure a smooth flow of goods throughout the state. This
section provides an overview of the current inventory of the multimodal freight
system in Minnesota.

2.1 HIGHWAY INVENTORY

Trucks are an important mode for moving all types of goods in Minnesota, and
nationally. As shown in Figure 2.1, many highways in Minnesota carry over
5,000 truck trips per day on average. For long trips, trucks typically use
designated highway networks to transport goods from point to point. In addition
to these state and federally designated roadways, local roadways also serve as
important connectors between freight generating and receiving facilities (farms,
processing plants, manufacturing centers, and distribution centers) and the
primary roadway network.

Cambridge Systematics, Inc. 2-1
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Figure 2.1 Average Daily Traffic Volumes for Heavy Commercial Vehicles (2012)
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The National Highway System

The National Highway System (NHS) was developed by the United States
Department of Transportation (U.S. DOT) in cooperation with states,
municipalities, and Metropolitan Planning Organizations (MPOs). The NHS
includes the following roadway categories:

¢ Interstate: The Eisenhower Interstate System of highways retains its separate
identity within the NHS.

e Other Principal Arterials: These highways in rural and urban areas provide
access between arterials and major ports, airports, public transportation
facilities, or other intermodal transportation facilities.

e Strategic Highway Network (STRAHNET): This network of highways is
important to U.S. strategic defense policy and provides defense access,
continuity, and emergency capabilities for defense purposes.

e Major Strategic Highway Network Connectors: These highways provide
access between major military installations and highways that are part of the
Strategic Highway Network.

e Intermodal Connectors: These highways provide access between major
intermodal facilities and the other four subsystems making up the National
Highway System.

The NHS system in Minnesota is approximately 4,120 miles long and includes
intermodal connectors at the following locations: Minneapolis-St. Paul
International Airport, Rochester International Airport, Duluth International
Airport, and the Port of Duluth. Minnesota’s NHS is shown in Figure 2.2

National Truck Network and Minnesota Twin Trailer Network

The National Truck Network consists of designated roadways throughout the
U.S. that allow long combination vehicles (LCVs), semi-trailer trucks with two
trailers, and single-trailer trucks with an extra-long trailer. The National Truck
Network is supplemented by Minnesota’s Twin Trailer Network, a system of
other trunk and local highways on which LCVs may operate. These roadway
networks are shown in Figure 2.3.

Cambridge Systematics, Inc. 2-3
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Figure 2.2 Minnesota's National and State Highway System
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Figure 2.3 Minnesota's Nationally and State-Designated Truck Networks
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2.2

RAILWAY INVENTORY

The railway network in Minnesota is comprised of a significant number of rail
operators serving both passenger and freight traffic.. Two of the seven Class I
railroads of the United States maintain operations within the state.! These two
railroads are BNSF and Union Pacific (UP). Both Canadian National (CN) and
Canadian Pacific (CP) also operate in the state; however, as these are Canadian
railroads they are not technically classified as Class I railroads. By revenue, both
CP and CN would be considered Class I railroads if they were U.S. railroads and
are generally classified with the U.S. Class I railroads. Figure 2.4 displays the
interconnectivity of these various rail lines within the State of Minnesota.

1 Inorder to be classified as a Class I railroad, they must have an operating revenue of
at least $467.0 million annually. The operating revenue is the requirement for 2013.
This number is adjusted for inflation annually using the Railroad Freight Price Index
developed by the Bureau of Labor Statistics.

2-6
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Figure 2.4  Rail Lines in Minnesota
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Source: Minnesota Department of Transportation, Active Rail July 2014.

Class I Operators

BNSF is the largest railroad in Minnesota based on track mileage and the second
largest freight railroad in North America based on operating revenue. Total
mileage for this railroad in Minnesota is 1,636, or about 5 percent of BNSF's
32,000 national miles. In addition, BNSF maintains an intermodal facility in St.
Paul. Recently, delays on the Class I system have caused significant headaches

Cambridge Systematics, Inc. 2-7
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and lost profits for farmers across Minnesota. Winter weather and substantial
increases in demand from western North Dakota have resulted in increased
shipping costs and fewer available services. To combat this issue, BNSF has
worked to add at least 375 new locomotives and 5,000 new employees to ease
congestion.2 BNSF also has $1 billion in improvements planned for the Northern
Corridor, of which $120 million will be spent in Minnesota. Expansion projects in
the state include parking expansions at the St. Paul Intermodal Facility, track
extensions in Gunn, and new siding and interchange tracks near the Canadian
border in St. Vincent. Maintenance projects include surfacing and undercutting
more than 600 miles of track, replacing 72 miles of track, and replacing over
340,000 ties.?> Canadian Pacific is the next largest railroad in Minnesota. Unlike
BNSF, CP’s trackage is maintained by subsidiaries, namely Dakota, Minnesota, &
Eastern (DM&E) and the Soo Line Railroad (SOO). In total, 1,157 miles are
operated by CP in Minnesota. This track mileage is down slightly from prior
accounts as of January 2, 2014 when CP reached an agreement with Genesee &
Wyoming, Inc. (G&W) in which CP will sell the west end of the DM&E line to
G&W. This portion includes a total of 660 miles of trackage.* For Minnesota, this
includes a portion of track between Tracy, Minnesota and the border of South
Dakota of roughly 46 miles. This new railroad is called the Rapid City, Pierre, &
Eastern Railroad (RCPE). Approximately 52,000 carloads of goods are shipped
annually over this line, including grain, bentonite clay, ethanol, and fertilizer. In
addition to this trackage, CP’s U.S. headquarters are located in Minneapolis,
recently relocated from the historic Soo Line Building, as well as a rail yard in St.
Paul which employees 800 people.

Union Pacific is the third largest railroad in the state with 477 miles of trackage.
This trackage is all owned and operated by UP and not through subsidiaries. For
the most part, operations are concentrated in the southern portion of the state.
Top commodities transported by UP to and from the state include non-metallic
minerals, corn and feed grains, and coal.5 Most recently, UP has been working to
strengthen its infrastructure between Minnesota and Iowa. Announced in April

2014, UP has invested $17.5 million in the rail line between Butterfield,
Minnesota and Mason City, lowa. This included replacing 119,300 railroad ties
and installing 50,775 tons of rock ballast. In addition, crews renewed surfaces at

168 road crossings.

2 http://www.mprnews.org/story/2014/03/26/business/ train-delays

3 http://www.bnsf.com/media/news-releases/2014/may/2014-05-01a.html

4 http://www.railwayage.com/index.php/freight/short-lines/ cp-to-sell-dme-right-
of-way-to-gwi.html

Shttp:/ /www.up.com/cs/ groups/public/documents/up_pdf_nativedocs/pdf_minneso
ta_usguide.pdf
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Lastly, Canadian National is the smallest of the Class I railroads in the state by
just a few miles. CN operates on 448 miles of trackage in Minnesota, a small
fraction of the 21,000 miles encompassed by this railroad company. As with CP,
the majority of these operations are through subsidiaries: Duluth, Missabe, and
Iron Range Railway (DMIR), Duluth, Winnipeg, and Pacific Railway (DWP),
Minnesota, Dakota, and Western Railway (MDW), Cedar River Railroad (CEDR),
and Wisconsin Central (WC). Of these, DMIR and DWP represent the largest
portion of CN’s Minnesota presence with 232 and 156 miles of trackage,
respectively.

Other Rail Operators

Beyond the Class I operators, there are numerous other shortline railroads as
well as the one Class II railroad created through the sale of a portion of DM&E as
discussed previously. These railroads are typically much smaller than their Class
I counterparts with Minnesota Northern as the largest Class III railroad in the
state with 158 miles of trackage. Table 2.1 details all of the railroad operators in
the state along with their class, subsidiary status, and mileage.

Table2.1  Railroad Operators in Minnesota

Rail Company Call Number Class  Subsidiary Mileage

BNSF Railway BNSF I BNSF 1,636
Cedar River CEDR | CN 19
Canadian National CN I CN 44
Cloquet Terminal Railroad CTRR 1l 4
Dakota, Minnesota, & Eastern DME | cP 447
Duluth, Missabe, and Iron Range DMIR | CN 232
Duluth, Winnipeg, and Pacific DWP I CN 156
Lake Superior & Mississippi RR Co. LSMR 1l 5
Minnesota, Dakota, and Western MDW I CN 4
Minnesota Northern MNN 1l 158
Minnesota Commercial MNNR 1l 47
Minnesota Prairie Line MPLI 1l 95
Minnesota Southern MSWY 1l 41
Minnesota Zephyr, Ltd. MZL 1l 5
Northern Lines NLR 1l 26
NorthShore Mining NMCZ 1l 54
Northern Plains NPR 1l 46
NorthShore Scenic NSSR Il 28
Otter Tail Valley OTVR 1l 72

Cambridge Systematics, Inc. 2-9
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Rail Company Call Number Class  Subsidiary Mileage

Progressive Rail PGR 1l 59
Rapid City, Pierre, & Eastern Railroad RCPE Il 46
Red River Valley & Western RRVW 1l 3
St. Croix Valley SCXY 1l 36
Soo Line Railroad SO0 | cP 707
Twin Cities & Western TCWR Il 154
Union Pacific up I up 477
Wisconsin Central Ltd. wC | CN 22

Source: Minnesota Department of Transportation, Active Rail July 2014,

Railroad Grade Crossings

Due to the expansiveness of the railway network of Minnesota, there are
numerous instances where these rail lines intersect with highways and local
roadways. There are over 7,400 railroad crossings in the state, 32 percent of
which are on private roadways, whether for residential, industrial, farm,
recreational, or commercial purposes. With such a high number of crossings, this
allows for significant opportunities for vehicles and trains to interact. As a result,
in 2013, there were 53 highway-rail crossing collisions resulting in six fatalities
and 26 injuries. This places Minnesota at 15t in the nation for highest number of
crashes and 12t for fatalities.

Rail grade crossings have received significant attention of late due to the large
increase in crude oil trains passing through the state (discussed in the following
section). Minnesota has to reduce the number of train related crashes through
improvements at grade crossings as well as educating the community. In 2014,
MnDOT upgraded 40 locations throughout the state using $7.9 million in federal
and state funding.6 The new law signed by Governor Dayton in 2014 has also
appropriated $2 million for new rail grade crossings along key oil routes.
MnDOT has a study underway, to be completed in October 2014, to prioritize
these investments. Improvements will then be made in 2015.

Education on the dangers of grade crossings and trespassing on railroad right of
way is also provided through Operation Lifesaver. A joint program between
MnDOT and railroads, this is aimed primarily at elementary school children.
MnDOT currently contributes $30,000 annually to this program.

¢ http:/ /www.dot.state.mn.us/newsrels/14/06/5train.html

Cambridge Systematics, Inc.
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Crude Oil Trains

One of the more recent endeavors for the railroads is to ship crude oil by train
through Minnesota. With the recent oil boom in North Dakota sending product
to refineries on the East Coast, roughly 50 million gallons on oil passes through
Minnesota on a train. This equates to 50 trains per week. Figure 2.5 shows the
route taken by the trains along with frequency of service. This route is of
particular concern given that is passes through the heavily populated Twin Cities
area. In order to prevent an incident similar to the Lac- Mégantic accident in July
2013 which claimed 47 lives, Minnesota lawmakers and transportation workers
have been working quickly to ensure that the crude oil makes a safe transit
through the state. This has included hiring more inspectors to scrutinize the
tracks as well as mapping the safety risks of all 500 grade crossings along the
routes.” Coupled with this traffic from North Dakota are Canadian crude oil
movements. Higher quantities of this commodity are being moved through the
northern part of the state. CN reported an 82 percent increase in crude oil
shipments in the three months ending in June 2014. With Canadian crude
production expected to increase nearly 40 percent by 2020, the safe
transportation of this commodity will continue to be a concern moving forward.®

7 http://www.mprnews.org/story/2014/08 /07 / safety-worries-rise-as-twin-cities-oil-
train-traffic-jumps

8http:/ /www.startribune.com/business/269913051.html?page=all&prepage=1&c=y#con
tinue

Cambridge Systematics, Inc. 2-11
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Figure 2.5 Volume of Crude Trains Traveling Through Minnesota
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9 http://www.tcdailyplanet.net/blog/conrad-defiebre/ where-oil-trains-run-through-
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2.3 WATERWAY INVENTORY

Minnesota has one of the more unique positions in the country for waterway
movements as it is located on both the Mississippi River and the Great Lakes via
Lake Superior. The Mississippi River provides access to river ports to the south
as well as the Gulf of Mexico via New Orleans. The Great Lakes-St. Lawrence
Seaway provides access to other ports along the Great Lakes through to the
Atlantic Ocean. Due to this, Minnesota has numerous public ports in operation:
five along the Mississippi River and four along Lake Superior. The locations of
these ports are shown in Figure 2.6.

Figure 2.6  Navigable Waters and Ports of Minnesota
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Source: Minnesota Statewide Ports & Waterways Plan, 2013.
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Annual tonnages at these nine ports is in excess of 70 million per year, as shown
in Figure 2.7. While lower than the 80 million annual tons seen in the mid-2000’s,
tonnages rebounded after a sharp decline in 2009. Of this total volume handled
today, Duluth-Superior handles the majority at 51 percent. The next highest
volume public port is Two Harbors, also on the Great Lakes, with 23 percent.
Overall, the Great Lakes ports handle 85 percent of this tonnage (61 million tons),
with the remainder handled on the Mississippi River.

Figure 2.7  Annual Tonnage at Minnesota’s Public Ports
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Source: Minnesota Statewide Ports & Waterways Plan, 2013.
Ports of the Great Lakes

Port of Duluth/Superior

The Port of Duluth/Superior is managed by the Duluth Seaway Port Authority,
created by the Minnesota State Legislature to foster regional maritime commerce
and promote trade development. This port is the farthest inland freshwater
seaport in the U.S. and one of the leading bulk cargo ports in all of North
America. Terminals located at this port, detailed in Tables 2.2 and 2.3, have a
distinct advantage of direct access to 1-35 as well as rail service provided by four
Class I railroads: BNSF, CN, CP, and UP. As a result, this port handles over 36
million tons of cargo from nearly 1,000 vessel visits.l0 While this tonnage is the
result of a wide range of commodities, many of these terminals have a sole focus
on grain. Of the terminals listed below, nine focus on grain movements and have

10 http:/ /www.duluthport.com/authority-about.php
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a combined capacity of over 61 million bushels. Another of the more unique
commodities handled at this port is wind turbine components. These
components are transhipped for manufacturers from both Europe and North
Dakota. As of July 2014, this port had received its 15t ship bearing this
equipment bound for Minnesota Power’s renewable energy installation in North
Dakota, helping Minnesota Power to reach the goal of 25 percent renewable
energy 11 years ahead of schedule.!

Table 2.2  Duluth Marine Terminals

Dock Commodities Capacity Rail Service Dock (ft)

Solar Salt, Granulated Salt,

North American Salt Co 300,000 tons BNSF 1,000
Rock Salt
3,500,000
: : bushels and
General Mills Elevator A Grain 25,000 tons in BNSF 1,900
bagging plant
Duluth Storage (South) Grain 2,340,000 Ccp 1,560
bushels
Duluth Storage (North) Grain 12,000,000 Cp 1,700
bushels
Duluth Lake Port Grain 4,189,000 BNSF, CP 930
bushels
Azcon Metals Scrap Iron and Metals 20 acres BNSF, CP 1,586
Northland Pier Asphalt, concrete, Class 5, a5 - oroq BNSF, CP 1,950
Limestone
Arthur M. Clure Public
Marine Terminal — Garfield 28 acres BNSF, CP 11’200000(%
DocksC &D k
General Cargo, Heavy Lift
Arthur M. Clure Public Cargo, Finished Steel, 360,000 sg. ft.,
Marine Terminal Berths 1 Forest Products, Wind 11,000 sq. ft. CP Switch 1,620
&2 Turbine Generator FTZ
Components
Terminal Berth 3 - .
Calumet Duluth Marine g‘:\'ﬂigg Waste Oil 5236%20 cp 1,200
Terminal g
. General Cargo, Forest
Arthur M. Clure Public 5 o Wind Turbine ~ 350,000sq. . CP Switch 1,000

Marine Terminal Berth 4
Generator Components

1 http:/ /www.duluthport.com/media-news-detail. php?id=69
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Dock Commodities Capacity Rail Service Dock (ft)
Arthur M. Clure Public General Cargo, Forest 500 (5)/
Marine Terminal Berths 5 Products, Wind Turbine CP Switch
&6 Generator Components 696 (6)
. BNSF, CN,
Holcim U.S. Inc. Cement 43,000 tons CP. UP 839
CN Railway Ore Dock 5 INACTIVE CN 2,416
1,090
Natural Iron Ore and Iron (East)
CN Railway Ore Dock 6 Ore Pellets, Coal, 5,600,000tons CN
Limestone 1,348
(West)
2,000 (back
. dock)/
Hallett Dock No. 5 Bulk Material 20,000 tons BNSF, CN 2300
(paved)
C. Reiss Coal Co. Duluth  Coal, Limestone, Petroleum 800,000 tons BNSE 2854
Dock Coke
Source:  Minnesota’s Lake Superior Terminals, 2014.
Table 2.3  Superior Marine Terminals
. . . . Dock
Dock Commodities  Capacity Rail Service (ft)
. 2,100,000 gallons and
Hallett Dock 8 Bulk Material 800,000 tons BNSF 2,300
Midwest Energy Resources Co,.
Superior Midwest Energy Western Coal 5,000,000 tons BNSF, UP 1,200
Terminal
Sg;‘(era' Mills Superior-Elevators i, 12,700,000 bushels BNSF 1,800
CHS No. 1 and Gallery Grain 8,000,000 bushels BNSF 1,250
CHS No. 2 Grain 10,000,000 bushels BNSF 700
Connors Point Properties INACTIVE LBJgSF’ CP, 1,500
Gavilon Grain LLC Grain 8,000,000 bushels BNSF 790
Graymont (Wi) LLC gg“aefto”e' 510,000 tons BNSF 1,250
LaFarge North America Cement 8,500 tons BNSF 400/900
Hansen-Mueller-Superior Grain 3,750,000 bushels (B:ESEiDCN’ 800
BNSF Ore Dock No. 5 Taconite 5,273,156 tons BNSF 1,470

Source: Minnesota’s Lake Superior Terminals, 2014.

2- Cambridge Systematics, Inc.



Minnesota Statewide Freight System Plan
Draft Report

Two Harbors

Two Harbors is the largest port outside of the Duluth/Superior region and is
located 27 miles to the northeast of this area along MN-61 in Lake County. While
only composed of two marine terminals, detailed in Table 2.4, the Port of Two
Harbors plays a significant role in Minnesota’s transportation system. A major
commodity transported via the Great Lakes is taconite. This product is mined in
northeastern Minnesota and shipped via the Great Lakes to steel mills in Indiana,
Ohio, and Pennsylvania. In 2012, over 40 million tons of taconite was shipped
from Minnesota through the Great Lakes, amounting to 67 percent of total Great
Lakes tonnage. Two Harbors in particular is responsible for a large portion of
this commodity. Both marine terminals in operation at this port focus on natural
iron ore. As such, all of the 16.5 million tons shipped through Two Harbors in
2012 was taconite, making Two Harbors the leading taconite export dock in
Minnesota.

Table 24  Two Harbors Marine Terminals

- . Rail
Dock Commodities Capacity Service Dock (ft)
DMIR Railway Dock Natural Iron Ore and Iron Ore 2500000tons  DM&IR 1368
No. 2 Pellets
RgﬂllR Railway Dock Natural Iron Ore 56,000 tons DM&IR 1,344

Source: Minnesota’s Lake Superior Terminals, 2014.

Silver Bay

Silver Bay is located 28 miles northeast of Two Harbors and is also within Lake
County along MN-61. The sole marine terminal in operation at this location is
detailed in Table 2.5. This terminal is owned by the Northshore Mining
Company which is a producer of taconite pellets for producing steel. Annually,
this company ships six million tons of iron ore pellets. Due to an increase in
demand for iron ore, Cliffs Natural Resources is expected to re-open two idled
production lines which closed in January 2013 after signing a new contract with
A-K Steel. Iron ore sale projections are expected to increase from 20 million tons
in 2013 to 23 to 24 million tons in 2014.12

12 http:/ /www.northlandsnewscenter.com/news/local / Cliffs-to-reopen-production-
lines-at-Northshore-Mining-in-Silver-Bay--229327011.html
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Table2.5  Silver Bay Marine Terminal

. . Rail
Dock Commaodities Capacity Service Dock (ft)
Northshore Mining Iron Ore & Taconite Pellets ~ 5450,000tons  Nortshore 5 400
Company Mining Co.

Source: Minnesota’s Lake Superior Terminals, 2014.

Taconite Harbor

Taconite Harbor is the port located the furthest north in Minnesota along the
Great Lakes at an additional 23 miles northeast of Silver Bay, placing it 78 miles
from Duluth. Located in Cook County, Taconite Harbor is an unincorporated
community with minimal business or residential activity. The one marine
terminal located here, detailed in Table 2.6, is maintained by Cliff’s Erie LLC and
Minnesota Power. With only 657,700 tons moved through this marine terminal in
2012, Taconite Harbor is by far the smallest of the Great Lake Ports. Owned by
LTV Steel Mining Company until its bankruptcy in 2000, Taconite Harbor is used
by the Minnesota Power Company to receive coal used by the plant.

Table 2.6  Taconite Harbor Marine Terminal

Dock Commodities Capacity Rail Service  Dock (ft)
Cliff's Erie LLC.
& Minnesota Iron Ore, Iron Ore 100,000 tons (Iron Ore) and Cliff's Erie 2332

Pellets, Coal, Fluxstone 300,000 tons (Coal)
Power

Source: Minnesota’s Lake Superior Terminals, 2014.
Ports of the Mississippi River

Saint Paul

Managed by the Saint Paul Port Authority, the Harbor in Saint Paul is the largest
port along the Mississippi River in Minnesota. With 5.5 million tons passing
through these river terminals, Saint Paul is the fourth largest port in the state.
The river terminals associated with this port, detailed in Table 2.7, focus on a
wide range of commodities. Unlike many of the ports along the Great Lakes, this
port does not focus on iron ore nor grain movements to a large extent. The
largest operators located here are the two Westway terminals, capable of
handling a combined capacity of 14 million gallons of molasses and vegetable oil,
and the two Hawkins Inc. terminals, capable of handling 8.7 million gallons of
liquid caustic soda.

2- Cambridge Systematics, Inc.
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Table 2.7  Saint Paul River Terminals
Terminal Milepoint  Commodities Capacity Rail Service
Aagegate Industries - Larson —g>6 61 Crushed Limestone 1,000,000 tons
Northern Tier Energy 830.0L A_sphalt Eetroleum & 160,823,000 CP
Lights Oils gallons
Dakota Bulk Terminal gaLer  Srom et Sl& 50 000 ons UP
Holcim (US) Inc. 831.6R  Bulk Cement 73,000 tons up
Hawkins Inc., Red Rock _ ,
Terminal #3 833.2L Liquid Caustic Soda 1,500,000 gallons CP
LaFarge North America 833.3L  Cement 44,000 tons -
AMG Dock 833.4L  Steeland Scrap 3 acres CP
Grain, Fertilizer, Coal, 260,000 bushels
Peavey Red Rock Elevator 833.5L Feed, Steel, Potash and 128,000 tons cP
Alter Metal Recycling 836.0R  Scrap Metal up
Alter River Terminal 836.0R Fert|I|ze_rs, Salt, Steel, 220,000 tons uP
Ore, Twine
Hawkins Inc. - Terminal #2 836.3R L!qu!d Caust!c Soda, 4,000,000 gallons uP
Liquid Caustic Potash
Westway Terminal Co. #2 836.5L Molasses, Vegetable 6,000,000 gallons UP
' ' Oil, Biodiesel e
Molasses, &
Vegetable Oll,
Westway Terminal Co. #1 836.8L Propylene Glycol, 8,000,000 gallons uP
Caustic Soda,
Asphalt, Biodiesel
e Sand, Aggregates &
Aggregate Industries - Yard A 837.1L Crushed Stone 265,000 tons UP
Hawkins Inc. - Terminal #1 837.2L Liquid Caustic Soda 4,700,000 gallons UP
Steel Products, Coal,
Nothern Metal Recycling 837.3L  Salt Coke, Slag 150,000 tons uP
Fertilizer, Pig Iron
CHS Corp Nutrients gagor  DulkFertiizerand 12,500 tons uP
Phosphate
Archer Daniels Midland St. . 2,000,000
Paul Elevator D (ADM) 8aL7L  Grain bushels uP
Source:  Minnesota’s River Terminals, 2013.
Cambridge Systematics, Inc. 2-19



______________________________________________________________________________________________________|
Minnesota Statewide Freight System Plan

Savage

The Savage river terminals are located along the Minnesota River, a tributary of
the Mississippi River, in Scott County. These terminals, detailed in Table 2.8
below, are mostly focused on the movement of grain and corn. Total capacity for
these two products is over 24 million bushels, with Port Cargill representing over
half of this capacity with its two river terminals. Other commodities passing
through this area include fertilizer, salt, and aggregates. Combined these
terminals handle nearly 2 million tons annually.
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Table2.8  Savage River Terminals
Rail
Terminal Milepoint ~ Commodities Capacity Service
Salt, Light Weight
U.S. Salt (Burnsville) 11.1IRMN  Aggregate, Cotton Seed 55,000 tons -
10,000,000
Port Cargill - East 129RMN  Corn bushels uP
Mosaic Crop Nutrition 13.0RMN  Fertilizer, Salt 121,000 tons uP
Superior Minerals Co 144RMN  Aggregates 500,000 tons UP, CP
8,750,000 UP, CP,
Riverland Ag. Corp 146RMN  Grain bushels TC&W
560,000
CHS Inc. 147RMN  Grain bushels uP
Port Cargill - West 4,800,000
Elevator 148RMN  Grain bushels uP

Source: Minnesota’s River Terminals, 2013.

Winona River Terminals

The Winona river terminals are located in Winona County and are detailed in
Table 2.9. While these six terminals have noticeably smaller capacities, they still
handle about 1.7 million tons of goods each year. Commodities handled through
this area are primarily focused on farm products, such as grain and corn, and
fertilizers. The highest capacity terminal at this location is maintained by CHS
Inc., capable of handling 611,000 bushels of grain.

Table2.9  Winona River Terminals

. S . : Rail
Terminal Milepoint ~ Commodities Capacity Service
, , , . UP, CP,
CHS Winona River Rail 724.0R Fertilizer 125,000 tons DME
Andersons, Inc. 724.1R Liquid Fertilizer 54,800 tons CP
Modern Transport Dry Fertilizer, Corn,
. P 724.4R Soybeans, Cottonseed, Salt, 147,310 tons UP, CP
Terminal Inc. : :
Magnesium Oxide
CHS Inc. 726.7R Grain 611,000 bushels upP
CD Corp. of Winona 727.0R Coal, Fertilizers, Salt 92,924 tons UP
Archer Daniels Midland Corn, Soybeans, Non-GMO
(ADM - BO) 727.1R Grains 309,000 bushels UP, CP
Source:  Minnesota’s River Terminals, 2013.
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Red Wing River Terminals

Moving less than a million tons per year, the Red Wing port is the second
smallest port in Minnesota. Located in Goodhue County, just three terminals
make up this port. Main commodities processed at this port include grain and
other food products. The largest terminal is Red Wing Grain LLC, capable of
handling 2,500,000 bushels of grain.

Table 2.10 Red Wing River Terminals

. . . . Rail

Terminal Milepoint  Commaodities Capacity Service
Sunflower Meal Pellets,

Archer Daniels Midland Linseed Meal Pellets, 650,000 bushels

(ADM) 790.7R Crude Sunflower Oll, and 12,000 tons CP
Refined Linseed Oil, (oil)
Crude Canola Qil

Red Wing Grain, LLC 791.5R Grain 2,500,000 bushels CP

Efd Wing Municipal Dock - 769 35 gjag & Coke 50,000 tons

Source: Minnesota's River Terminals, 2013.

Minneapolis River Terminals

The Minneapolis river terminals, located, as the name suggests, in Minneapolis,
process under 600,000 tons each year, making this the smallest port in the state.
At present, there are three river terminals operated at facilities on t