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Our Mission

The Saint Paul Port Authority creates quality job opportunities,
expands the tax base and advances sustainable development.

‘‘We strive to improve peoples’ lives by
building vibrant economic communities’
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Light Industrial
Development
Drives Tax
Revenue

e 15% Saint Paul is zoned for commercial & industrial use

 Industrial Tax Dollars
* Only $.60 to $.70 spent for every $1 generated

 Residential Tax Dollars
«$1.08 to $1.16 spent for ever $1 generated
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Presentation Notes
The Saint Paul Port Authority owns and manages four ports located along the Mississippi River in Saint Paul�
Our goal is to protect the integrity of the working river, which has been a long-time contributor to the Saint Paul economy
7 Million tons of commodities handled
Split import/export

2nd largest terminal in the State of Minnesota�
Close to 1,100 jobs in our ports�
 Generating $2 million+ in tax revenue
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River
Shipping iIs
fuel efficient
and helps
relieve
congestion
on freeways

Ton-miles Traveled per Gallon of Fuel

Source: National Waterways Foundation
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Where Has 9 Cents/Gallon Taken Us?

(45% Increase to the Diesel Fuel Tax in 2014)

IWTF Adminstration vs Actual
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Millions of Dollars
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IWTF

Tax Increase Prevention Act 2014 
$116.8m 2018  -  note Admin estimates have been considerably lower than actual revenue since 2015. 



Army Corps Annual Funding
(FY2008-2019)

Army Corps — Civil Works Total Annual Funding

$6.99

==f==President's Budget
== Appropriations

Billions of Dollars

2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019
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Almost $7m program – trending up significantly since 2013 
This chart represents ALL civil works missions Corps (flood risk reduction, environmental, recreation, etc..) 
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Annual Funding for Operations and Maintenance

$3.74

==f==President's Budget

== Appropriations
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Grown to almost $4B program from just over $2B just 6 years ago.  
$700m above Admin
Some $800m goes to nav related O&M – our FY20 ask is $860m 


Annual IWTF Project Funding (FY 2012-FY 2019)

Additional
Funding from Percentage

Congress Increase
($ million)

2012 -
2013 18.3%"*
2014 52.5%
2015 69.4%
2016 74.0%
2017 81.8%
2018 128.0%
2019 742.28%

Administration
Fiscal Year Budget Request
($ million)

* FY13 was under a Continuing Resolution; workplan was source of additional funds
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Looking specifically at IWTF project funding –  classic ex. “Administration proposes, Congress disposes”.    FY19 Admin budget - $35m for lock construction Disparity between

Specific to navigation……IWTF funding dropped last year due to $35m Admin budget starting point.   
We’ve been at a $400m clip since the 45% diesel fuel increase the Olmsted cost-share shift from 50/50 to 85-15 to complete the Olmsted dam. 



CY 2019 Priorities

e Full-Use Funding for Construction (S403M for FY18)
— Appropriate the maximum amount supportable by IWTF
revenues (anticipated $115M during FY20)
e S59M Lower Monongahela L/D
e 5S90.3M Kentucky L/D
e $104.3M Chickamauga L/D

e |Increase funding for Operations &
Maintenance ($3.74B for FY18)

 Oppose additional taxation or
onerous lockage or user fees on
commercial inland waterway
stakeholders - the only entity
currently paying into the public- 230l
private partnership of IWTF gor’
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IWUB 
O&M – separate account.    6 years of record increased funding 


2019 Priorities connues

Fund pre-construction engineering and design (PED) for the
Upper Mississippi River System’s Navigation-Ecosystem
Sustainability Program (NESP), Upper Ohio and Three
Rivers (Arkansas) projects

To recognize multiple beneficiaries, shift the cost share of
IWTF-funded projects to 25% IWTF / 75% general revenues
(from 50/50). This also allows for a continuation of a $400M
program

Transfer into IWTF $1.5B in net revenues derived from the sale of
hydropower generated at Corps of Engineers’ dams

Funding rational for project-specific economic analysis should be
based on Remaining-Benefit / Remaining Cost Ratio (RBRCR) rather
than BCR
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Preserving the IWTF  - previously: not enough revenue coming in, all of it going to Olmsted, other projects languishing

Inland Waterways Users Board members should be appointed by the Secretary of Defense in time to meet the May 2019 IWUB Meeting #91 


Shifting the Cost Share of Inland Waterways Trust Fund

5 O/SO In 10 years = 6 projects funded to
completion

In 20 years = 13 projects funded
COSt to completion

After 20 years = 13 projects still

S h a re not completed

In 10 years = 13 projects funded
to completion

e In 20 years = all 26 projects
funded to completion
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Goal is $400m construction (including rehab) program 
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Shows 38 L/D locations.  Title VII of WRDA 2007   7 L/D 1200-foot chambers $1.6B 
Mooring facilities at key sites  to aid lock prep ($12m)
Switchboats to assist tow entry/exit into lock @ 20-25 ($224m) 
Mitigation, Incremental Traffic Effects ($216m) 
Continued Study ($22m) -    
   ($935m Trust Fund )   Additonal studying:  Scheduling” lockage appointments, Spatial forecasting model, Demand elasticity data/modeling, Monitor traffic delays/patterns, Monitor domestic/global market trends
 $149.25 spent 26 Years 1991 – 2017: $74.5M in studies, $74.75M in Pre-Construction Engineering & Design*
+ another $1m in ERR 
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More than 60% of America’s Agrlculture
Exports Move on Rivers & Waterways

More Info? Te\t LOCKS to 52886
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waterwayscouncil.org { ]- Il“ uYOUTllb
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