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Step 1

Determine
technical feasibility

of potential future
passenger rail
stations in the NRV

Step 2

Develop a Purpose
& Need Statement
to complete
screening analysis
of sites

Step 3

Complete technical
work to obtain a
NEPA Class of Action
determination from
FRA




14

N
Multim
Connectiv




15

Purpose & Need
Element

Provide Transportation
Alternatives

Safety
Track Geometry

Screening Criterion

#1 — Railroad #2 — Environmental Station Study
Operations INCES

Hazardous Materials
Permitting Requirements

#3 — Conceptual Designs & Impact
Areas
Track Alignment
Track Grade
Constructability
Security
Hazardous M aterials

Permitting Requirements

Regional Economic
Development

Air Quality

Noise & Vibration

Prime Farmland

Protected Species & Critical Habitat
Section 4(f) & 6(f)

Property Acquisition

Relocations

Air Quality

Noise & Vibration

Prime Farmland

Protected Species & Critical Habitat
Section 4(f) & 6(f)

Promote Economic
Development

Community Resources
Cultural & Historic Resources
Water Resources

Topography

Utilities

Future Expansion
Incremental Development
Community Resources
Cultural & Historic Resources
Water Resources

Multimodal
Connectivity

Land Use & Zoning

Bicycle Access
Pedestrian Access
Transit Access
Highway Access
Land Use & Zoning

Improve Mobility

Operations

Regulatory Agency Involvement

Traffic Impacts
Railroad Operations

Regulatory Agency Involvement

MeetRegional
Ridership Demand

Environmental Justice

Platform
Parking
Environmental Justice
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Amtrak Station Design Guidance

Ridership
. 40,000 to 87,000 annual passengers
. 128 to 279 daily passengers

Station

« Type: Amtrak Caretaker

. 20,000 to 100,000 annual passengers
e  Size: 3,500 square feet

Proposed Station Design Parameters

Platform (High-Level)

e Length: 1000 feet long
*  Width: 15 feet wide
. Height: 4 feet above track

Multi-Modal Station

e Transit: Circular route with drop-off

*  Vehicle: Parking for 64 to 140 spaces (2 passengers per
vehicle)

e Vehicle: Circular route with drop-off

. Bicycle: Trail connection

*  Pedestrian: Trails and sidewalks

Future Community Space
. Size: 10,000 square feet
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Site Alternative

NRV Mall West Site

NRV Mall North Site

Merrimac Site

Ellett Site

Station Systems Cost

($M)

$37.3

$33.0

$48.0

$77.5

Off-Site Infrastructure Cost
($M)

$19.3

$19.3

$25.6

$97.2

Total Capital Cost
($M)

$56.6

$52.3

$73.6

$174.7
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Survey 1 Participation

Participant Location by State

m Virginia

m Other State

m \Washington,
D.C.

North Carolina

Maryland

m West Virginia



Scan the QR code with your
phone’s camera app to be

directed to the survey.
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https://www.surveymonkey.com/r/NewRiverValleyStationSurvey2






https://transformingrailva.com/projects/new-river-valley-station/
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