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Project Overview

ÅA 16-mile east-west rapid transit line extending from 
Bethesda in Montgomery County to New Carrollton in 
Prince Georgeôs County.  

ÅThe Purple Line will be either light rail or bus rapid transit 
and will operate largely at street level.

ÅA hiker biker trail is included along the Georgetown 
Branch and CSX/WMATA corridor as part of the Capital 
Crescent Trail. 

ÅTwenty-one station locations are currently being planned, 
with additional stations under consideration. 

ÅProvides direct connections to Metrorail at Bethesda, 
Silver Spring, College Park, and New Carrollton; linking 
the two branches of the Red Line, the Green Line and the 
Orange Line. 
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Project Area Map
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Å1986 and 1989 Montgomery County studies  

Georgetown Branch right-of-way

ÅMontgomery County purchases Georgetown Branch 

ROW in 1988

Å1990  Montgomery County includes the Georgetown 

Branch ROW as a transportation corridor in Master 

Plans

Å1990ôs SHA initiates Capital Beltway HOV Study

ÅSHA/MTA reinitiates project as Purple Line/Capital 

Beltway Study

Å1996 - Major Investment Study/Draft EIS completed 

on Georgetown Branch

Project Background
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Project Background

Å1998 - Montgomery County and MTA select LRT and 
trail as preferred alternative from Bethesda to Silver 
Spring

Å2001- Governor Glendening announces State will 
move forward with Purple Line from Bethesda to New 
Carrollton

Å2001 - Western segment of Purple Line advanced 
into the planning process

Å2002  - Project renamed the Bi-County Transitway. 
Project planning / NEPA initiated for the entire 16-
mile corridor 

Å2007 ïPurple Line name restored to reinforce 
connectivity with existing WMATA system.
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Purple Line Goals

ÅProvide faster and more reliable transit service in the 
corridor to serve growing east-west travel markets

ÅImprove access to and connectivity to Metrorail, 
MARC, AMTRAK, and bus services 

ÅServe transit-dependent populations

ÅSupport local, regional and state policies and 
adopted Master Plans
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Purple Line Goals

ÅStrengthen and revitalize communities in the corridor 

ÅIncrease potential for Transit Oriented Development at 

existing and proposed stations in the corridor

ÅImprove access to existing activity centers including 

and planned commercial, office, and residential 

development in Bethesda, Silver Spring, 

Takoma/Langley, University of Maryland/College Park, 

and New Carrollton
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Purple Line Connectivity with Metro
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Service Markets

ÅAccess to major activity centers/ Metro stations

ïPrimary markets

ïEasier to serve with surface-running transit

ïWalk-to stations, no Park and Ride facilities 

ïMore frequent stations

ÅReduced emphasis on longer haul circumferential travel

ïInitial travel demand estimates show less demand for 
longer distance travel

ïDifficult to serve with largely surface-running service.

ïAdditional station locations under study for high transit 
demand areas.
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Schedule

Detailed Definition of Alternatives June 2007

Internal AA/DEIS Review Late Fall 2007

Complete AA/DEIS Report Spring 2008

DEIS Public Hearing Spring 2008

Select Locally Preferred Alt. Summer 2008

New Starts/Request to Initiate 

Preliminary Engineering Summer 2008

Final Design 2011 - 2012

Construction 2012 ï2015
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Public Outreach

ÅCommunity Focus Groups

ÅMeetings with community organizations and 
civic groups

ÅPublic Open Houses ïDecember 2007 

ÅBriefings for State elected officials 

ÅBriefings to Prince Georgeôs and Montgomery 
County Council Transportation Committees 
and Council Members
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Public Outreach

ÅProject team meetings (Montgomery and Prince 
Georgeôs Counties, M-NCPPC, WMATA, SHA, 
MWCOG, Takoma Park, College Park, and New 
Carrollton)

ÅMeetings with major employers and local developers

ÅNewsletters

ÅWebsite:  www.purplelinemd.com

http://www.purplelinemd.com/
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Community Focus Groups

ÅFourth round of Focus Group meetings held September ï
October 2007

ÅDiscussed specific concerns for each community

ÅReviewed recommendations for alignment refinements

ÅFuture focus group meetings held as needed
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Modes Under Evaluation

Bus Rapid Transit

Light Rail Transit 
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ÅAlternative 1: No-Build

Existing transportation system and programmed transit 
and roadway improvements.

ÅAlternative 2: TSM / Baseline

Enhanced bus service and other lower cost 
improvements such as more frequent and additional 

service, and signal and intersection improvements.

Modal Alternatives Under Evaluation
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Modal Alternatives Under Evaluation

BRT ALTERNATIVES

ÅAlternative 3: Low Investment BRT

Mostly at-grade and shared use on existing roadways

ÅAlternative 4: Medium Investment BRT

Generally at-grade, though often in dedicated lanes, with 
some grade-separated intersections and segments. 

ÅAlternative 5: High Investment BRT

Largely dedicated, exclusive where possible, with grade 
separation in key areas.
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Modal Alternatives Under Evaluation

LRT ALTERNATIVES

ÅAlternative 6: Low Investment LRT

Mostly at-grade with minimal tunneling or aerial 
structures, where steep grades require it.

ÅAlternative 7: Medium Investment LRT

Mostly dedicated, with some intersections and key areas 
grade-separated.   

ÅAlternative 8: High Investment LRT

Largely exclusive or dedicated, and grade-separated in 
key areas.
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Alignment Alternatives Map


