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Meeting Agenda

* Update of Public Outreach

* Review of Tiering Approach

® Concept Development Process

e Evaluation and Screening of Concepts

® Schedule and Next Steps
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Project Corridor
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Citizen Information Meetings

January 31 — Manassas
February 2 — Fairfax

PURPOSE

* Provide study overview and
update to area residents and
commuters

* Solicit input from area
residents and commuters to
further define the transportation
problems in the corridor

* Refine the Purpose and Need statement
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Public Comments

e Comments received provided
an indication of public
sentiment from the 114 people
who submitted written
comments.
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Public Comments

* 48 comment sheets were
collected from attendees at
the two meetings and
received via mail and/or

1. The main reason for my traveling the I-86 corridor is: 6. |experience the heaviest Iraffic congestion during (check
- O Dally commute toffrom work all that apply):
e - I I l al O Business O Recreation 0O 400AM-9:00AM O 6:00 PM - 9:00 PM
O Shopping/Errands O School O  9:00AM - Noon O 9:00 PM - Midnight
O Other. O Noon-3:00PM O Weekdays
O 3:.00 PM-6:00 PM 0 Weekends
2. The section of the 1-66 corridor that | travel most often
is (check all thal apply): 7. When you travel -85, how many people are typically in
O Route 15 to Route 234 your car?
* 57 general comments were | | i T e
O Route 29 to Route 50
O Route 50 to 1-495 (Capital Beltway) 8. Would you use a Park & Ride lot to carpool if one was
[] [] " " located close to you?
received via e-mail/mail . . oo
-
4. | nomally travel in the 1-66 corridor during (check all 9. Doyou use public transit when raveling in the 166
that apply): corridor?
0 400AM-900AM O 300PM-6:00PM O Yes -bus O Yes - Metro Rail O MNo
0O 9:00AM - Noon 0O 6:00 PM-9:00 PM
- O Noon - 3:00 PM O 9:00 PM — Midnight 10. If there were expanded transit opportunities in your area
. (more bus routes, more frequent bus service, expanded T
I n e O ra ‘ O I I I I I l e n S We re 5.  During my fravel on |-86, | normally experience: Metro Rail service), would you consider using transit for
O No traffic congestion. Other traffic never slows me soma of your trips? T —
down. O Yes O No
- - O Minor traffic congestion. There is traffic on the road .
but it does not slow me down significantly. 1. | feel improvements are needed in the 1-66 corridor
1o address the following factors. Rank those factors
O Moderate congestion. | s{fmelnmes ha\(e to you believe are important with *1° being the highest POnse to
slow down due to congestion. Any accidents, importance 93¢ reforeng,
. N N even minor accidents, typically cause traffic to i 3 of your ©
slow down even more. ___Congestion / Travel Delays _ Safely
O Heavy congestion. | routinely must slow down — Roadway Deficiencies — Park &Ride Lols tning th:
well below the posted speed limit, or even come to ___Economic Development ___ Other anaggte is
T,
afull stop _ More Public Transit Options  (5e¢ Questons 12and 13) | 2

Information Meetings

Tier | Environmentel Impact Statement
and Related Studies
INTERSTATE 66

From US Route 15 In Prince Willam County
To Interstate 495 in Faitax County

Citizen Information Meeting
Winter 2012

COMMENT FORM

VDOT, FHWA and DRPT are undertaking a Tier 1 Environmental Impact Statement to identify and

evaluate transportation needs within the 25-mile coridor of 1-64 from US Route 15 in Prince Wiliam County

e
Administration

to the Capital Beliway (1-495) in Fairiax County. Your input is valuable fo this study. Please answer the
following questions to assist us in conducting this important study.
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Comment Findings

®* The comments confirmed the I-66 corridor is primarily used
for commuting. Sixty-one percent of respondents use I-66
more than five times a week during morning and late
afternoon/evening commute times and 70 percent of
respondents said they drive solo on |-66.

® Over 70 percent of respondents indicated that on 1-66 they
normally experience heavy congestion. Most of that is felt

during the morning and late afternoon/evening commute
times.
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Comment Findings

®* The most traveled section of the I-66 corridor Is the
Route 50 to 1-495 stretch.

* While many are looking for expanded transit
opportunities, 77 percent indicated they would not use a
Park and Ride lot to carpool if there was one close by.
Additionally, only 40 percent are currently using public
transit but 32 of 43 respondents noted they would use
transit if expanded opportunities existed.
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Comment Summary

* The most common requests noted throughout all
comment forms and e-mails include:
- More public transit options
- Metro extension
- Noise improvements/abatement
- Improved bus service and access

- Improve Route 28 and
|-66 Interchange

- Increased law enforcement
along the 1-66 corridor

- Improved pedestrian and
bicycle access
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Study Process / Tiering Approach

* Tier 1 EIS will focus on R ——
broad issues et RNt o ctermeny
- Purpose and need 'NTERSTATE 66
- General location of proposed ——
Improvements

- Mode / Technology choice

* Tier 2 analysis will focus on
site-specific details
- Impacts
- Costs
- Mitigation
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Study Process / Tiering Approach

® Decisions at completion of Tier 1

- Concepts to be advanced including transit, TDM and/or roadway
improvements

- General location for studying future highway and transit improvements
in the Tier 2 NEPA document(s)

- Identification of projects with independent utility to be evaluated in
Tier 2 NEPA document(s) and evaluated pursuant to other
environmental laws

- Advancing tolling for subsequent study in Tier 2 NEPA document(s)
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Concept Development Process

* Developing Concepts that Meet Purpose and Need
- Look at the universe of possibilities
- Develop concepts that would meet demands at various levels

- High-level assessment and sizing of improvements by modes and
combinations of modes
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Concept Development Process

* Building Blocks and Terminology
- Elements: Physical and/or operational changes

- Cross-sections: Combinations of elements that apply to a particular
stretch of the corridor

- Concept: Set of cross-sections that together define a complete
improvement
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Concept Development Process

* Elements that Apply to All
- Bicycle and pedestrian facilities per local plans
- Geometric improvements
- ITS/Operations/Active traffic management
- Travel demand management
- Safety improvements
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Concept Development Process

e Off-Corridor Improvements
- VRE enhancements
- Route 50 priority bus (as defined by 1-66 Inside the Beltway study)
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Concept Development Process

* Elements (Mix and Match)

- General purpose, managed, and bus-only lanes (concurrent and
reversible)

- BRT/Priority Bus/Transit
- LRT
- Metrorail extension
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Concept Development Process

e Establishing Demand
- High-level assessment of demand
- Person trip tables derived from MWCOG model

- Multiple model runs
» With/without VRE enhancements
» With/without Route 50 Priority Bus
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Concept Development Process

* Sizing the Improvements

- General assessment of the level of person-trip demand that each
modal element will serve
- Serve demand based on the following priority:
* Transit
 Managed lanes
» General purpose lanes
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Concept Development Process

* Transit and Managed Lanes

- Set “reach” targets of mode shares for transit and managed lanes on
various segments of the corridor

- Allow for multiple service levels within each transit category to allow
for generalized estimates of service versus costs
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Evaluation and Screening of Concepts

Tier One of the alternatives
evaluation process

7a) Combination Alternative

1) Highway Improvements
2) Public Transit Improvements

3) TDM Enhancements

7A) Combination Alternative

4) Operations Improvements 7b) Combination Alternative

: 7B) Combination Alternative 7<) Combination Alternative
5) Tolling

YT p— 8) No Action 7d) Combination Alternative

o ) 8) No Action
7) Combination Alternative

8) No Action

Evaluate range
of alternatives

Reevaluate the combination alternatives at Identify multiple Build alternatives for
the request of the participating agencies more detailed analysis

DRPT

Virginla Departmaent of Rall and Publlic Transportation




Purpose and Need

Project Purpose

Improve multimodal mobility along the 1-66 corridor by
providing diverse travel choices in a cost-effective manner.
Enhance transportation safety and travel reliability for the
public along the 1-66 corridor.
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Purpose and Need

Project Needs

* Travel time reliability

* Travel time reductions

* Improved safety

* Increased number of mode choices
* Increased access (transit, pedestrian, and bicycle)
* Reduced number of choke points

* Predictability

* System linkage

* Consistency

* Traveler information

* Coordination across modes

(\ Federal Highway

@ Administration



Tier | Environmental Impact Statement
and Related Studies

INTERSTATE 66
. F 3 f .‘ '- M

Goals, Objectives and Criteria

Evaluation

K Criteria
SCREENING CRITERIA

Criteria Measures of Effectiveness

Measures of Effactiveness

Draft Tier 1 Final Tier 1
Eis Eis
-Del‘.ullnd m
Ey
Environmentar Evaluation Criteria
of Effectiveness - — i Ao
E'g‘“ma Measures g Project Casts

Potential impacts o national register of
Order of magnitude capital costs Resaurces fistoric piaces (NRHP) resourcas
« Reduce travel tm Transportation Evaluation Criteria

ranspo

Qrder of magnitude anmual operating and :z;::gs Visted or elgie for listing an
lane
e 4 | lane balance and maintenanca costs -
« increase travel rel wiay System | ABity to improve la Dislricts listed or eligible for listing ory
\ncrease transpof Higt continuity ide demand to capacity ratio Cost per new rider NRHP impacted
o me ity to provi - -
corridor Mi"']”w; than 1.0 Abilty o nd improvements wilin 11 e Potential impacts (o areas with knowm
3 rover (de) - ice (LOS) o arehaeological resource or areas with high
« Provide impi ity to provide level of servi near to medium-tarm tial ig
imize negativ Aty n F at design volumes Economic Eote
* Minimize better tha i o intersactions adjacent Devel at Consistency with planned developments
corrdor Potential impa oprme

GOALS AND OBJECTIVES
Goal _

Transportation

i ilit
improve local and regional mability

and safety

« improve transit ¥ © l'aa.in:\ar'nc:::w: euie o diversion of traffic ﬁtgg;m for transit oriented development
« improve MU et odes

+ Improve 26088 otential ta increase number of new
« Provide more o teansit rips

« Improve service

« Provide integrat
centars and 10 e

Public ang agency comments
improve tra nsit ridership

Potential for effects
recreation aréas

Potential for effect
historic preservati

Parklands and
Recreation Areas

te parklands and

Potential to change Propeny values
Transit System

s 10 open space and
on easements

Number of parkiands affected

Business community comments
Number of new transit trips

Regional N -
Econamic Effects lew economic activity

Total transit system ridership

Number of recreation areas affectad

—— Jobs created per million § investment i
Potential to alleviate capacily issues on Public and agency comments
. transit system " Travel time savin, i inority nai
Economic currenl WSHER o5 connections / s Low income/minority neighborhaods
- ide seam served
development Ability to prov .
Support ewnom:‘c orridor shop minimize ransfers °
A tong the o residence,

and jobs 3

Mumber of transit trips 10 inside Capital
« Provide improvi

Low Incomelminarity neighbarhaods
affected
Land Use
o (71 Beltway (inner core rﬂaf“‘}n&e pr— = Consistency with existing land use Potential for Property acquisition in areas
el it 1ips to - - of low inert "
develop _ S”“:‘:;::‘Z?: f}l,e 5'3.,5, area Consistancy with locally adopted fulure 2 incame or minority Populations
« Capitalize O lest ) land use plans
" i | times
blic improv . e highway iravel - .

Optimize return n Py . Devel-;‘i; ';‘;‘fhe Mobility Ability to improv Compatibilty with community character Air Quality and

P ent capact " | times nergy

investny Optimize 005t & Ability to improve transit travel & Potential to praciude other planned

* . . improvements
- . 5
s Minimize POS person Throughput (daily persan ps) dary effocts
f park;
ity and number of
Adequale capac
socialiCultural " » Provide high &2 and ride lots Public and agency comments
ities an ices ide lots
i comemunities wel choice: to park and ri Newgnbor:
F’famma:v::l;y of life e Adequate access eighbarhoods Effects on community cohesion Natural
improved . tivi
™ ‘Accessibility Potential for intermodal connectivity

Resources

Potential for

impacts to Waters of the 1 s
Neighberhoods served Eslimated wetlangs affectag
) for tra (numbersfacresj
d ision of direct connections. B
. \nlggrale_:“‘:' Provislon e Potential neighbarhoads impacted Estimated streams affected
tornobite ira tion, househalds . (numbersiinear fapy
aul PI?PU“: t‘rans'ﬁ station areas . Potential for change in access to Eoi ) -
mile of T concept wih existin neighborhoods slimated 100-year floodpiain
_ Campatibilty o encroachments (numbers/acres)
mpatibility and i il
g;e r‘:mna‘ highway system - Community facilities served En;;eachr_nenl O resource protection
r ity with existing transi andier eritica areas (numbers/acres;
o Efficiency Compatibility Wi Potential community facilities impacted E; on habitats of prot .A}
me
Environ ental quality ironment Ability to improve freight movemer) o - species (numbersiacres)
environm envi usiness community served
Enhance » Balance bene ‘Ability to increase core sysiem an

« Support stale;
« Contribute 1o

haul capacity
Potential for system-wnda impacts

Hazardous .
Materials Sites of potential concern (number)
Potential for visualiagsthetic effects
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STUDY
INCEPTION

Schedule / Next Steps

PURPOSE

SCOPING & NEED

SIGNIFICANT
ISSUES TO BE
ADDRESSED
IN THE EIS

SSRGS ENVIRONMENTAL

AND TRAFFIC
DATA
COLLECTION

AGENCY
AND PUBLIC
MEETINGS

AGENCY
AND PUBLIC
MEETINGS

April 2011 ————— May 2011 ———— June 2011 ———— Summer/Fall 2011 ——Fall 2011/Winter 2012 ——

CONCEPT
DEVELOPMENT
AND EVALUATION

WE’'RE HERE NOW

TIER T DRAFT
ENVIRONMENTAL
IMPACT
STATEMENT

CONCEPT
DEVELOPMENT
AND EVALUATION

RECORD OF
DECISION

PUBLIC
HEARING

—Spring 2012 ——— June 2012 ———— June 2012 ——— November 2012 —— December 2012
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Comments or Questions

Chris Collins

Project Manager

Environmental Division

Virginia Department of Transportation
1401 East Broad Street

Richmond, Virginia 23219
CG.Collins@VDOT.Virginia.gov
(804) 225-4249

Stephen Walter

Parsons Transportation Group
3926 Pender Drive, Suite 100
Fairfax, Virginia 22030
Stephen.C.Walter@parsons.com
(202) 765-3380
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