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Project Overview

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

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

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

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

A Provides 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. P””Z‘?
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Project Area Map
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Project Background

A 1986 and 1989 Montgomery County studies
Georgetown Branch right-of-way

A Montgomery County purchases Georgetown Branch
ROW in 1988

A 1990 Montgomery County includes the Georgetown
Branch ROW as a transportation corridor in Master
Plans

A19906s SHA initiates Capit e

A SHA/MTA reinitiates project as Purple Line/Capital
Beltway Study

A 1996 - Major Investment Study/Draft EIS completed

on Georgetown Branch
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Project Background

A 1998 - Montgomery County and MTA select LRT and
trail as preferred alternative from Bethesda to Silver
Spring

A 2001- Governor Glendening announces State will

move forward with Purple Line from Bethesda to New
Carrollton

A 2001 - Western segment of Purple Line advanced
Into the planning process

A 2002 - Project renamed the Bi-County Transitway.
Project planning / NEPA initiated for the entire 16-
mile corridor

A 2007 i Purple Line name restored to reinforce
connectivity with existing WMATA system.
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Purple Line Goals

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

A Improve access to and connectivity to Metrorail,
MARC, AMTRAK, and bus services

A Serve transit-dependent populations

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

A Strengthen and revitalize communities in the corridor

A Increase potential for Transit Oriented Development at
existing and proposed stations in the corridor

A Improve 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

A Access to major activity centers/ Metro stations
I Primary markets
I Easier to serve with surface-running transit
I Walk-to stations, no Park and Ride facilities

I More frequent stations
A Reduced emphasis on longer haul circumferential travel

I Initial travel demand estimates show less demand for
longer distance travel

I Difficult to serve with largely surface-running service.

I Additional station locations under study for high transit
demand areas.
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Schedule

11

Detailed Definition of Alternatives
Internal AA/DEIS Review
Complete AA/DEIS Report

DEIS Public Hearing

Select Locally Preferred Alt.

New Starts/Request to Initiate
Preliminary Engineering

Final Design

Construction

June 2007
Late Fall 2007
Spring 2008
Spring 2008
Summer 2008

Summer 2008
2011 - 2012

20121 2015
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Public Outreach
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A Community Focus Groups

A Meetings with community organizations and
Clvic groups

A Public Open Houses i December 2007
A Briefings for State elected officials

ABriefings to Prince Geo
County Council Transportation Committees
and Council Members
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Public Outreach

A Project team meetings (Montgomery and Prince
Geor geos C-QPREC, WHATA, SMA,
MWCOG, Takoma Park, College Park, and New
Carrollton)

A Meetings with major employers and local developers
A Newsletters
A Website: www.purplelinemd.com
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http://www.purplelinemd.com/

Community Focus Groups
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A Fourth round of Focus Group meetings held September i
October 2007

A Discussed specific concerns for each community
A Reviewed recommendations for alignment refinements
A Future focus group meetings held as needed
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Modes Under Evaluation

Bus Rapid Transit
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Modal Alternatives Under Evaluation

A Alternative 1: No-Build

Existing transportation system and programmed transit
and roadway improvements.

A Alternative 2: TSM / Baseline

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

service, and signal and intersection improvements.
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Modal Alternatives Under Evaluation

BRT ALTERNATIVES
A Alternative 3: Low Investment BRT

Mostly at-grade and shared use on existing roadways
A Alternative 4: Medium Investment BRT

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

A Alternative 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
A Alternative 6: Low Investment LRT

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

A Alternative 7: Medium Investment LRT

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

A Alternative 8: High Investment LRT

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