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#u Purple Line Corridor - Overview

e

AL6-mile east-west corridor extending from Bethesda in Montgomery County
to New Carrollton in Prince Georgedc
AJust north of Washington, D.C. and inside the Capital Beltway (I-495)

Allustrates emerging underserved travel market
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= Purple Line Locally Preferred Alternatlve
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A 16-mile east-west light rail line between Bethesda and New Carrollton
A Connects major activity centers

A Connects to:
I Metrobs Red, Green and Orange Line
T All three MARC commuter rail lines, Amtrak and local bus services
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Purpfe

Project Goals and Benefits

AProvide faster and more rel
east-west travel market

A Improve access and connectivity to:
A Metrorail Red, Green and Orange lines
A All three MARC commuter rail lines
AlocalRidecon and fiThe BusoO service
A Amtrak
A Intercity bus services

A Increase service for transit-dependent populations
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Purpfe

Project Goals and Benefits

A Improve connectivity and access to existing activity

centers and planned development including:
A Bethesda
A Silver Spring
A Takoma/Langley Park
A University of Maryland/College Park
A New Carrollton

A Support local, regional and state policies and adopted
Master Plans

A Strengthen and revitalize communities in the corridor

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

in local land use plans
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P, New Carrollton TOD




~.  Locally Preferred Alternative

A Twenty-one stations

A Ridership: 60,000 daily riders
I 30% will use Metro for part of their trip

A Cars off the road: 20,000 daily
A Two maintenance and storage facilities
A Capital Cost: $1.9 Billion (Year of Expenditure)
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Puife Political / Institutional Setting

A Multi-jurisdictional Project Corridor

I Two counties (executives, legislatures, planning
commissions, DPW&Ts, etc.)

I Four incorporated cities: Takoma Park, College Park,
Riverdale Park, and New Carrollton

A Political Sensitivity
I Very visible
I Elections
I Established positions

A Sophisticated Stakeholder Groups
A Multiple Transit Operators
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Y ae Travel Market Problems and Purpose

A Problem A High ridership on slow, disjointed
bus routes

I Degraded mobility & accessibility between major
activity centers and residential areas

I Degraded transit accessibility between corridor and
the larger metropolitan region due to inferior
connections to radial Metrorall lines and other rail and
bus services

A Purpose A Improve travel times between
corridor land uses and Metrorail services with
dedicated / exclusive guideway
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Puiffe Context

A Established inner ring suburbs
T Mix of residential, commercial and institutional land uses

I Key employment and activity centers: Bethesda, Silver Spring,
Takoma/Langley Park, University of Maryland/College Park, and
New Carrollton

A Major transportation routes generally radial
I Limited continuous major east-west arterials & bus routes

A High levels of congestion
I Most Intersections operate at LOS E/F
I Many bus routes operate slower than 10 mph

A Limited opportunities to expand roadway capacity
A Heavy transit usage on Metrorail and Bus

MTA=
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Y eae Context //Activity Levels

- 2005

A Employment
I Corridor employment 201,000
I DC employment 736,400

Comparable CBD Employment
Denveri 126,000
SeattleT 155,100
Boston1 257,000
A Population
I Corridor residents 280,600

I Large transit-dependent population
A 12.4% zero car households
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Purpfe
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Context / Transit iServices

Transit Usage
A Four radial Metrorail routes/stations

Red Line-west leg: Bethesda & Medical Center
Red Line-east leg: Silver Spring (also MARC)
Green Line: College Park (also MARC)

Orange Line: New Carrollton (also MARC/AMTRAK)

East-west trips on Metrorail require users to go into and out of
DC

A Buses

MTA=

Maryland

Ride On
The Bus

I
|
I WMATA
:
:
|

U of Maryland Shuttle (over 750 buses/day in corridor)
75 bus routes in corridor

Only 12 provide E-W service i some E-W routes are the busiest
INn system

No 1-seat ride for length of corridor
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e e Current Conditions

Slow Transit Travel Times

A Disjointed Roadway System
I Few continuous major east-west arterials

A High Congestion Level
I Slow speeds; intersections at dominant radial arterials

A Existing Bus Routes
I Operate over this roadway system
I Low operating speeds
I Speeds: many below 10 mph
I Disjointed service along corridor due to local service providers
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e Current Transit Service
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A e How Conditions Change by 2030

A Demographic Growth

2030 Corridor

2030 Total
Region

Regional
Growth

Corridor Growth

from 2005

Employment 223,864 +11%
Residents 335,322 +19%
Households 128,622 +21%

4,667,981
7,668,921
2,935,720

from 2005
+26%
+22%
+25%

I Major employment growth in Bethesda and College Park
I Major residential growth in Bethesda, Silver Spring and

College Park
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Pt e Conditions in 2030

Transit Conditions

A Roadway system on which buses operate
Increases in congestion levels

I Peak auto trip from UM to Silver Spring increases from 24 minutes to 37
minutes; Bethesda to Silver Spring from 14 minutes to 21 minutes

A No roadway capacity increases
A Lower operating speeds

A Increasing demand for transit

I Population and employment growth
I Degraded roadway travel times
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A e Purpose of Improvement Altennatives

Improve Travel Times For

A Travel within the corridor
I Major activity centers
I Adjacent communities

A Travel from corridor to areas outside

I Feeding to and distributing passengers from radial corridors via
Metrorail/MARC

I Especially to DC
A Travel to corridor from areas outside

I Especially north and east of corridor
I Along Metrorall lines and major arterials
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Purfe e Markets and General Observations

A Three Predominant Markets

I Within the Corridor (52% of the benefits)
I From the Corridor (19% of the benefits)
I To the Corridor (26% of the benefits)
I Un-related to Corridor (3% of the benefits)

A Percent of Benefits by Trip Purpose
i HBW A  58%
i HBO A  21%
i NHB A 21%
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Purpfe Largest User Benefit
Production- Attraction (I -J) Pair

Bethesda A Silver Spring
In-vehicle Time Comparison

ABy Bus A 40.3 minutes
A By Metrorail A 34.4 minutes
ABy Purple Line A 8.5 minutes
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Purpfe

ne Conclusions

Purple Line illustrates the role of fixed guideway transit in
serving an established and emerging suburban travel
market

I Travel within the corridor
A Major activity centers
A Adjacent communities
I Travel from corridor to areas outside
A Feeding to and distributing passengers from radial corridors via Metrorai/MARC
A Especially to DC
I Travel to corridor from areas outside

A Especially north and east of corridor
A Along Metrorail lines and major arterials
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David B. Levy
Chief of Long Range Planning and Redevelopment
City of Rockville, Maryland
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Rockville

Frederick Co

Frederick

Metropolitan Washington Region

Montgomery Co

Gaithersburg

Loudoun Co Rockville

Bowie
DC

Arlington
Fairfax City

Alexandria
Fairfax Co

Prince George's Co

Prince William Co.

www.rockvillemd.gov
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Rockville Area Transit Network
Existing and Proposed Facilities

M WMATA Metrorall station
WMATA Metrorail line
—— WMATA Metrobus routes
Montgomery County Ride-On routes
= Midcounty Highway
we InterCounty Connector
* » Proposed Montgomery County BRT Corridors
« » Proposed Corridor Cities Transitway
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R
Rockville Rockville Rail-Related
Historyin aSlide

x 10,000 Years ago: Rockville Pike was probably already a path/r

1860: City of Rockville incorporates.

x 1873: Baltimore & Ohio Railroad started service from DC to
Rockuville.

x 1891-:1935: Trolley service connected Rockville to Washington.

X 1940s1960s: Spread of the DC Metropolitan Area led to growth
of auto-oriented suburbs and, eventually, filling in all empty spac

x 1984: Commuter rail returned with the opening of the Rockuville
and TwinbrookMetro Stations, and MARC service.

x Today: Metro, Amtrak and MARC have stops at Rockville statiot

X

www.rockvillemd.gov
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E Town Center Master Plan
Rockville October 22, 2001

A Mix uses

A Variety of densities and scales

A Attractive pedestrian environment

A L-Shaped Spine from Metro across
A Link to various transportation options

A Improve connections to
neighborhoods, while protecting
neighborhoods

A Local and regional attraction
A Focus on aesthetics and amenities

www.rockvillemd.gov




Town Square- Site Plan
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Rockville Pike
Corridor

Planning Area

A110 Acres

£ .2 miles long
www.rockvillemd.gov
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Rockville

Rockville Pike:
The Present

Uses are segregated

Retail and offices dominates
Public open space is neexistenté

It is mostly pavemeng

Block size is not conducive to
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Rockville Pike Today

www.rockvillemd.gov



Rockville Pike Today
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Rockville Rockville Pike Plan

A Manage the transformation of the corridor
A Think big-- Make it, over time, &SREAT PLACE
A Principles:

I Mix uses

| Pedestrian and bike oriented

I Embrace transig shift modal split, over time

I Activate sidewalks
I Make it green, with good public gathering spaces
A More intense development than what is on the ground

---not as much as White Flint (to the south)

www.rockvillemd.gov
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Rockville
Existing Conditions
1989 Plan
3 Travel Lanes
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Draft Plan for
Rockville Pike Boulevard

Rockville
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Rockville

Alternative A

4 Travel Lanes / 1 Access Lane / Tway Bike Path

aue| [pAey

Alemapis

yied ax1q Aem-om)

aue| buppied

aue| ssadde

dojs snq R
buidesspue|

1349 B snq |e20|
bupepowwoe

saue| |aAen
jesouab

aue| uIng Ya|
B ueipaw

=
o
e
e
=
2
S
4
O
o
=

saue| |aAen
jesauab

1¥8 | snq |ed0)
Gupepowwoxne
aue| PARY

dois snq g
Budesspue

aue| ssanoe

aue| bupped

yied axiq Aem-omy

Alemapis




R

Rockville
Alternative B

Center BRT Lanes / 3 Travel Lanes / 1 Access Lane-ivRydike Path
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Rockville
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Proposed
Rockville Pike Corridor
Street Plan
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- Better pedestrian
connections to transit and
among uses

- Parallel streets

- Extension of the grid

- Smaller blocks

- The Jefferson extension

www.rockvillemd.gov



g Table 1.2.3.C: South Pike Urban Center Street Frontage -
‘ BUILDING PLACEMENT

= of .
Rockville — P el =
: : Building Area
[ : — -+ Property Line
I : ) ===+ Bulld-to Line
d i 8 °-|— @ 0':" % - Setback Line
Propose ' i
i il

-

Rockville Pike e L —
Form-Based Code

Setback (Distance from Property Line)
Sadle 3

Rear b iy

Lot Width 200" rax

Lot Depth 250" max

Saide Street l.f Q Side Street Fagade bualt to BTL S0P% mmun

*Street facades must be built to BTL along first 30' from every corner

** No required sethack from alleys

HEIGHT & USE
Use
| Ground Floor* 'b:'-’l‘-:tt.'. Ru‘full. of Recreation, : .
| o Education & Public Assembly™=
é Upper Flooris) Residential or Service Q
[ \20p
]
Height
0 |} Bumlding Mimmmanm 2 stonies 6
1
V Building Masarmm 6 stomes 0
b Additional Hergle™™ o
T d Ancaillary Bualdig Maximum 2 stomes
Fimsh Ground Floor Level 6" mraximam above sadewalk Q
; First Floor Ceiling Height 15" minioum 0
Upgper Floor(s) Ceiling Hewght 107 meren Q
o

*See Land Use Type table for specific ases. Mimimam retadl depth on first
E : oot ts 40

**Additional building story penmitted per Table | 23 F

L
- i | *** Restanrant permitted on upper Hoors if accessed from street frontage of
- intenor lobby space
9 Notes
\ 't Any lot section along the BTL not defined by a building must be defined by a
L] H—t— .
] 2’6" o 467 stuceo or masonry wall
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Rockville

Community Conversation

A Rockville il of the following
I Comfortable suburban bedroom community
I Third largest city in Maryland
I Very diverse population
I Desirous of a slower pace than the broader region

i Desirous of staying connected with the region and
the world

www.rockvillemd.gov
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Rockville

Local vs. Regional

A Most people want both vitality and tranquility

A Regional imperatives call for higher densities
In 270/355 corridor

A School overcrowding and high traffic affect
OAUATI SYaQ LISNDSLIIAZ2YE
redevelopment.

www.rockvillemd.gov
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but It Isnot Free

A New, expanded and reconfigured schools
A New community/recreation centers
A How is open/park space provided?

A Retrofit and upgrade infrastructure sewer,
water, roads, bridges, etc.

www.rockvillemd.gov
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Rockville Rockville Schools
Projected Enroliment/Capacity

RM Cluster 2015/16
Beall ES 159%
College Gardens ES 124%
Ritchie Park ES 148%
Twinbrook ES 116%
Julius West MS 132%

www.rockvillemd.gov



Rocdville  TransitOriented Development
| R20I 0Sa adzi

A Advocate for more than just increased density near
rail stations

A Also all of the services and infrastructure that
supports a complete community

Otherwise, citizens will be justifiably skeptical
and will react/reject

www.rockvillemd.gov
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Schedule for Adoption
Mayor and Council Direct Staff to revisit 1989 Plan 2006-2007
Award consulting contract to ACP and AECOM 2007
Public presentations and meetings, charette and outreach 2007 - 2010
Draft Released 1 Public Record open for testimony Dec 2010
Public Presentations of Draft Jan/Feb 2011
Planning Commission Public Hearings March 9 and 16
Public Record Open for Written Testimony Dec 20107 Sept 2011
Planning Commission Work Sessions April 20117 TBD
Planning Commission Recommendation to Mayor and Council TBD
Mayor and Council Public Hearing (s) TBD
Mayor and Council Work Sessions TBD
Mayor and Council Decision TBD

www.rockvillemd.gov






