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Docket Item #7 
MASTER PLAN AMENDMENT #2008-0001 
Transportation Master Plan 

Planning Commission Meeting 
February 5,2008 

ISSUE: Consideration of an amendment to the transportation element of the City's 
Master Plan. 

APPLICANT: Department of Transportation and Environmental Services 

PLANNING COMMISSION ACTION, FEBRUARY 5, 2008: On a motion by Mr. 
Robinson, seconded by Mr. Jennings, the Planning Commission voted to adopt the 
Transportation Master Plan amendment. The motion carried on a vote of 6 to 0. Ms. Lyman was 
absent. 

The following amendment to page 1-14 was accepted without objection. 

T6. The City will ensure that development and redevelopment does not preclude efforts to 
expand public transit infrastructure. 

T6.A. The City will ensure that any amendment to the Potomac YardRotomac Greens 
Small Area Plan for the purpose of increasing density beyond what is currently approved 
shall study the feasibility of the development and funding of an additional Metro Rail 
Station. 

T6.B. The City will ensure that any amendment to the LandmarkNan Dom Small Area 
Plan, the King St. MetroIEisenhower Ave Small Area Plan or the Seminary Hill Small 
Area Plan that includes land in the Eisenhower Valley (including the anticipated 
Eisenhower West Small Area Plan) and that proposes an increase in density beyond what 
is currently approved shall study the feasibility of the development and funding of an 
additional Metro Rail Station. 

Reason: The Planning Commission agreed with staffs recommendation and recognized that the 
plan being considered is a broad concept that will require further analysis and public input as 
each project goes forward. Mr. Robinson, who served has chair of the Ad Hoc Transportation 
Policy and Program Task Force, reiterated the fact that the plan is a conceptual one and that the 
public's concerns will be addressed during the implementation phases. Chairman Wagner also 
reiterated several times that the bus rapid transit capital project is not a part of this approval. 
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Speakers: 

Andres Domeyko, representing the Eisenhower Partnership, commended City staff and the Task 
Force for their hard work on the plan. The Partnership supports the plan but has concerns 
regarding follow up and implementation, auto access at some metro stations, additional metro 
stations, connectivity to the Eisenhower Valley, goals to deal with increased density and new 
roads in the City. 

Caston Jarves, resident of Oronoco Street, expressed appreciation for the vision of the plan and 
hopes that he and his neighbors will be given an opportunity to provide feedback on specific 
issues as they are implemented. He also expressed concern of how bus rapid transit will affect 
his neighborhood. 

Heidi Ford, resident of Oronoco Street, expressed concern about a dedicated rapid transit 
corridor along Route 1 in the historic districts, parking and the compatibility with the changes to 
the Braddock Metro Small Area plan. 

Robert Grove, resident of N. Patrick Street, expressed concern that the sidewalks are not wide 
enough to create a buffer for pedestrians if street parking is removed and a bus rapid transit is 
allowed along Route 1. 

Van Van Fleet, representing the Old Town Civic Association, stated that there was a change 
made to the Plan in respect to the Route 1 BRT corridor approximately one week before the 
Planning Commission hearing. Mr. Fleet requested that the Planning Commission consider the 
original proposal or defer action. 

Charlotte Landis, resident of N. Patrick Street, opposes a bus rapid transit plan on Route 1 
through Old Town. 

Leslie Zupan, representing the Inner City Civic Association, opposes a bus rapid transit plan on 
Route 1 through Old Town and questioned weather the cost of such a system is warranted. 

Marshall Feldrnan, resident of Oronoco Street, expressed concerned about the lack of sidewalk 
as a buffer and loss of parking if a bus rapid transit system is implemented along the Old Town 
portion of Route 1. 
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SUMMARY 

The proposed amendment to the City's Master Plan is a comprehensive update of the 
transportation plan that was adopted in 1992. This amendment replaces the 1992 transportation 
plan with a concept-oriented, multi-modal transportation plan that includes guiding principles, 
six supporting sections dedicated to transit, pedestrian, bicycle, streets, parking, and funding, and 
implementation. 

The goal of the proposed transportation plan is to integrate and link the City's transportation 
modes, providing connectivity and accessibility to all of Alexandria's economic, cultural and 
recreational assets as well as other communities and assets in the region. The broader vision in 
the proposed plan is one that encourages the use of alternative modes of transportation in order to 
reduce dependence on the private automobile. The plan seeks to promote a balance between 
travel efficiency and quality of life, providing Alexandrians with transportation choices, local 
and regional mobility, continued economic development and a healthy environment. 

The transportation plan that is proposed is the result of the efforts and findings of the Ad Hoc 
Transportation Policy and Program Task Force created by Alexandria City Council in 2004. 
Council tasked this task force to: 

1. Guide and facilitate preparation of an updated and revised transportation element of the 
City of Alexandria Master Plan and completion of other components of the City's 
Comprehensive Transportation Policy and Program project; 

2. With staff assistance, undertake studies, analyses, meetings and hearings, and other 
activities necessary to undertake these tasks, and 

3. Present an updated and revised transportation element of the Master Plan to the Planning 
Commission (and ultimately the City Council), along with any other necessary or 
desirable documents or materials, that will set out the mid- and long-range multi-modal 
transportation policies, plans and programs for the City of Alexandria. 

Staff recommends approval of the proposed transportation plan as a full replacement of the 1992 
transportation plan that is currently in the City's Master Plan. 

DISCUSSION 

The existing transportation element of the City's Master Plan that was adopted by City Council 
in 1992 was based on three primary goals: (1) developing a safe, comprehensive transportation 
system consistent with the City's land use policies; (2) balancing development and necessary 
transportation improvements and (3) providing parking to adequately address needs of each land- 
use type. This plan's objectives were to (1) minimize impact of trafEc, especially on residential 
neighborhoods; (2) improve the safety and efficiency of the existing street system and flow of 
trafEc; and (3) increase the availability and use of public transportation. The plan specified sixty- 
six (66) individual projects, forty-seven (47) of which were road improvements. The remaining 
nineteen (19) projects included fourteen (14) transit project and five (5) bicycle projects. 
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In 2002, the City began working on a comprehensive transportation policy and program to 
address its changing transportation needs and priorities. Between 1990 and 2000, the City's 
residential population grew by almost a third, along with similar growth in its workforce. With 
this came more pedestrian activity, more bicycles, more auto travel, more transit demand and 
increased congestion along major travel corridors. The initial phases of the comprehensive 
transportation policy and program efforts, data collection and public input, were completed in the 
fall of 2003. 

In 2004 City Council created the Ad Hoc Transportation Policy and Program Task Force to 
guide the preparation of an updated transportation plan reflecting the City's changing needs and 
priorities. With members appointed by the City Council and the Planning Commission, the task 
force began work, considering demographic, employment and population trends and forecasts, 
transportation and travel trends and forecasts, regional transportation issues, concerns and needs 
expressed by the community, the City's existing transportation systems and their associated 
opportunities and constraints. 

Based on these considerations, the Ad Hoc Transportation Policy and Program Task Force came 
to four primary conclusions: 

1. The demand for mobility will increase, both locally and regionally; 

2. Opportunities for (and interest in) additional street capacity is limited; 

3. Automobile congestion cannot be eliminated; and 

4. Alexandria needs a new strategy 

With these conclusions in mind, the task force examined expected future conditions both in 
Alexandria and the region through 2030, focusing on areas most likely to be key activity centers 
with increasing population and employment, and mobility needs throughout the city. The task 
force identified three necessary characteristics of a new transportation plan for the city: 

1. It must support the City Council's 2004-2015 Strategic Plan, specifically Goal #3: 
"An Integrated, Multimodal Transportation System that Gets People from Point "A" 
to Point "B" Eficiently and Effectively; 

2. It must focus on improving mobility and connectivity for all Alexandria residents, 
workers and visitors; and 

3. It must provide transportation alternatives that reduce the impacts of through traiXc 

To guide development and subsequent implementation of a new transportation plan responsive to 
the needs of the entire resident and business community, the task force established seven guiding 
principles. These are: 

1. Alexandria will develop innovative local and regional transit options. 

2. Alexandria will provide quality pedestrian and bicycle accommodations. 
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3. Alexandria will provide all its citizens, regardless of age or ability, with accessibility 
and mobility. 

4. Alexandria will increase the use of communications technology in transportation 
systems. 

5. Alexandria will further transportation policies that support livable urban land use and 
encourage neighborhood preservation. 

6. Alexandria will lead the region in promoting environmentally friendly transportation 
policies. 

7. Alexandria will ensure accessible, reliable and safe transportation for older and 
disabled citizens. 

The proposed transportation plan that resulted fiom the efforts and findings of the Ad Hoc 
Transportation Policy and Program Task Force consists of six integrated sections outlining key 
concepts and supporting actions and strategies. Briefly, these are: 

The Transit Section presents a progressive vision for the future of travel throughout the city 
with a system of transit vehicles operating along three primary comdors within rights-of-way 
dedicated exclusively to transit use. These comdors, compatible with multiple transit service 
alternatives (light rail, trolley, bus rapid transit, etc.), integrated with neighborhood 
circulators and other transit services, and supported by user-friendly stops, shelters and 
stations, are key to an innovative vision for clean, efficient, accessible and enjoyable transit 
service that enhances mobility throughout the city and region for residents, workers and 
visitors alike. 

The Pedestrian Section calls for a community where public spaces, including streets and 
off-street paths, offer a level of convenience, safety and attractiveness that encourages and 
rewards the choice to walk regardless of age or ability. 

The Bicycle Section proposes that the City become significantly more "bicycle-friendly" 
through routine accommodations on "complete streetsyy and pathways that enable safe travel 
for all users. 

(Both the pedestrian and bicycle sections of the plan are supported by the recently completed 
citywide Pedestrian and Bicycle Mobility Plan, a supporting element of the proposed 
transportation plan. This plan can be found at http://www.alexride. ordbikeped-study.php.) 

The Street Section of the plan recognizes that streets represent the largest public resource 
within the City and focuses on integrated solutions for connectivity with a flexible street 
classification system, effective transportation demand management strategies and 
neighborhood protection. 

The Parking Section identifies guiding principles for managing parking and curbspace 
priorities to increase parking efficiency and support the City's overall transportation vision. 
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The Funding and Implementation Section identifies funding options available to the City 
for plan implementation, and provides processes and policies for developing implementation 
and project funding priorities. 

COMMUNITY INPUT 

In multiple community meetings reaching back to 2003, Alexandrians have made clear that 
major change is needed in the way the city addresses transportation issues. In multiple fonuns, 
the community has consistently reiterated its desire for sustainable transportation alternatives 
that promote choice; enhance connectivity and mobility; and support quality of life issues 
throughout the City. 

Building on the community input received during the earlier Comprehensive Transportation 
Policy and Program project, the Ad Hoc Transportation Policy and Program Task Force 
conducted two series of community meetings in 2006 and 2007, participated in the 2007 City- 
wide Transportation Forum, provided member and staff briefings for several civic and business 
organizations, and city-established bodies such as the Commission on Aging and Environmental 
Policy Commission. Prior to-the most recent series of community meetings that were held in the 
fall of 2007, a near-final draft of the proposed transportation plan was made available for public 
comment. As a result of this public review, the task force received over 100 oral and written 
comments fiom the community which it considered for incorporation into the final plan now 
proposed for adoption. 

Based on the many positive comments that were received on the draft plan for public comment, 
community support for the concepts in the proposed plan appears strong, particularly with regard 
to its initiatives for transit, pedestrian and bicycle transportation. Among the comments received, 
many raised good points that deserve careful consideration as specific initiatives and projects are 
being developed during plan implementation. These, along with all other comments, have been 
documented as matters for further consideration during plan implementation. However, some 
comments reflected concerns with certain aspects of the proposed plan, three of which are 
discussed below. 

One area of concern was the absence of an enumerated list of specific projects that are to be 
implemented based on the proposed plan. Seeking to develop a concept-based plan that will 
provide long-term guidance to the development of the City's transportation systems, the task 
force proposes an implementation process that includes ongoing community participation in 
maintaining a comprehensive and regularly updated long list of transportation improvement 
needs that would be prioritized for project development and implementation as part of the City's 
overall capital improvement program. The task force feels this ongoing process will more 
effectively serve the City's future needs than would a more static transportation plan as was 
adopted in 1992. 
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Another related concern is the perceived lack of proposed street improvements in the plan. 
Believing that the City's street network is substantially developed, the task force feels that future 
street improvements will be primarily focused on effective use and management of existing 
capacity, relief of bottlenecks to improve safety and operations, and neighborhood protection, 
rather than extensive increases in the City's overall roadway capacity. These types of street 
improvements are believed to be best considered as implementation projects and, as needed and 
consistent with community objectives, major capacity enhancement and new street infrastructure 
projects should be considered case-by-case for implementation based on their specific individual 
merits. 

Concerns were also raised regarding the potential impacts of the proposed transit corridors on 
residents and neighborhoods along these corridors, particularly the Route 1 corridor in the 
Parker-Gray neighborhood. These concerns primarily focused on possible damage to historic 
structures, loss of parking, noise, pollution and community disruption. While the task force 
recognizes that these concerns merit careful consideration, it believes that they are premature 
based on speculative conclusions as to the specific route the dedicated rights-of-way will follow, 
the type of transit service that will be operated and how that transit service will impact other 
street uses. The task force identified and considered several general corridors within which 
dedicated transit rights-of-way might be developed to improve mobility within, to and from 
Alexandria, and based on currently available information, concluded that the Route 1, Duke 
Street and Van DornIBeauregard corridors were the most critical for initial consideration. 
Recognizing these corridors are major travel routes and are expected to continue serving 
significant local and regional travel needs, the task force believes they are the most appropriate 
corridors for development of major new transit services. However, as is noted in the plan, this is 
a concept proposal. It does not specify or recommend specific alignments for the dedicated 
transit rights-of-way (e.g. on the "named" street itself or on another facility in the general area), 
how the transit running way will be configured (a dedicated lane on an existing street, on an 
independent right-of-way or possibly in mixed traffic on an existing street), what type transit 
service will be operated (trolley, light rail, bus rapid, etc.), or where stations and stops will be 
located. The project development process necessary to take this proposal from concept to reality 
will examine alternative alignments, configurations and types of service, provide significantly 
more detailed information on the potential benefits and impacts of these corridors, and permit 
continuing public involvement and discussion. Based the outcomes of this process, there will be 
an increasingly more complete basis for making the informed decisions that will be necessary for 
this concept to become reality. 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION 

Staff recommends approval of a Master Plan amendment to replace the transportation plan 
adopted in 1992 with the attached plan prepared by the Ad Hoc Transportation Policy and 
Program Task Force. 
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STAFF 
Rich Baier, Director, Transportation and Environmental Services 
Faroll Hamer, Director, Planning and Zoning 
Tom Culpepper, Deputy DirectorITransportation 



WHEREAS, under the provisions of Section 9.05 of the City Charter, the Planning 
Commission may adopt amendments to the Master Plan of the City of Alexandria and 
submit to the City Council such revisions in said plans as changing conditions may make 
necessary; and 

WHEREAS, an amendment is proposed to replace within the Master Plan the 
transportation plan adopted in 1992 with a new transportation plan developed by the Ad 
Hoc Transportation Policy and Program Task Force that was established by the City 
Council for that purpose; and 

WHEREAS, city staff have analyzed the proposed amendment and presented their findings 
and recommendations to the Planning Commission; and 

WHEREQS, a duly advertised public meeting on the proposed amendment was held on 
February 5,2008 with all public testimony and written comment considered; and 

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission finds that: 

1. The proposed amendment is necessary and desirable to guide and accomplish 
comprehensive and coordinated transportation objectives, which are consistent with 
the City's land use objectives; 

2. The proposed amendment is generally consistent with the overall goals and 
objectives of the Master Plan of the City of Alexandria; 

3. The proposed amendment reinforces the Planning Commission's long-range 
objectives for comprehensive and well planned transportation systems for the City; 
and 

4. Based on the foregoing findings and all other facts and circumstances of which the 
Planning Commission may properly take notice in making and adopting 
amendments to the Master Plan of the City of Alexandria, the proposed amendment 
will be in accordance with the City's land use objectives, best promote the health, 
safety, morals, order, convenience, prosperity and general welfare of the residents 
of the City. 



NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Planning Commission of the City of 
Alexandria that: 

1. The transportation plan adopted for the City of Alexandria in 1992 as amended be 
replaced in its entirety in the Master Plan of the City of Alexandria by the 
transportation plan proposed by the City's Ad Hoc Transportation Policy and 
Program Task Force, dated January 25,2008. 

2. This resolution shall be signed by the Chairman of the Planning Commission and 
attested by its secretary, and a true copy of this resolution shall be forwarded and 
certified to the City Council. 

Adopted the 5th day of February, 2008. 

Eric Wagner, chairman L/ 
Alexandria Planning Commission 

Attest: 

Faroll Hamer, Secretary 
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An amendment to include consideration of Metro Rail stations 
in Potomac Yard and Eisenhower Valley 

T6. The City will ensure that development and redevelopment does 
not preclude efforts to expand public transit infrastructure. 

T6.A. The City will ensure that any amendment to the Potomac 
Yard/Potomac Greens Small Area Plan for the purpose of 
increasing density beyond what is currently approved shall 
study the feasibility of the development and funding of an 
additional Metro Rail Station. 

TB.B. The City will ensure that any amendment to the 
Landmark/VanDorn Small Area Plan, the King St. 
Metro/Eisenhower Ave Small Area Plan or the Seminary Hill 
Small Area Plan that includes land in the Eisenhower Valley 
(including the anticipated Eisenhower West Small Area 
Plan) and that proposes an increase in density beyond 
what is currently approved shall study the feasibility of the 
development and funding of an additional Metro Rail 
Station. 
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February 5,2008 

Chairman and Members of the Planning Commission 
C/O Department of Planning and Zoning 
301 King Street, 2nd floor 
Alexandria, VA 223 14 

DOCKET ITEM #7: MASTER PLAN AMENDMENT #2008-0001 

Dear Mr. Chairman and Members of the Planning Commission: 

On behalf of the Board of Directors for the Eisenhower Partnership, please allow me to articulate 
our views on the report by the city's Ad Hoc Transportation Task Force. The Partnership has a 
long history of interest in transportation issues in the Valley and throughout the city. We have 
followed the work of the task force, and appreciate their efforts in trying to come up with a long- 
term solution to many of the transportation issues that frustrate so many in Alexandria. 

Afier three years of anxiously-awaiting a Comprehensive Transportation Master Plan for the City 
of Alexandria, we now have the recommendations of the city's Ad Hoc Transportation Task 
Force before us to consider. After reflecting upon the task force's proposal and the effects it will 
have on the Eisenhower Valley and the broader city, we urge the officials of Alexandria to 
sincerely deliberate the following: 

1. The Plan is just a Vision 
We commend the task force's forward vision for recognizing that Alexandria's 
transportation future lies in a well-planned, multi-modal mass-transit system that 
encourages pedestrian fiiendly environments, and less reliance on the automobile. 
However, this report only represents a vision and not a diagram of how to get there in the 
interim period. We therefore recommend that the final report contain a realistic 
Implementation Plan with possible funding alternatives. 

2. Better auto access and parking around Metro 
Census research has shown that nearly 75% of Alexandrians that live in the city work 
outside its boundaries. For many of these residents, it is not practical to take mass-transit 
to work or other travel destinations, because it's either too difficult to reach regional 
mass-transit by automobile and park in Alexandria, or they have no mass-transit option 
available for their destination. Metro serves many of the regional destinations that 
Alexandrians travel to for work, but if they can't easily access Metro, they're likely 
forced to drive. Currently, the Eisenhower and Van Dorn Metro Stations in the 
Eisenhower Valley are two of the more UNDERutilized stations in the entire Metro 
system, due in part to their poor road accessibility and lack of sufficient parking. Given 
that people aren't always fortunate enough to live where they work, road improvements 
that facilitate easier access to mass-transit MUST be a consideration of this plan. 

2034 Eisenhower Avenue, Suite 145 
Alexandria, VA 223 14 

Telephone: 703.684.5124 Fax: 703.684.7887 
info@eisenhowerpartnership.org 



The stalled effort of the City of Alexandria to link Eisenhower Avenue to the rest of the 
city has had a detrimental effect on the Eisenhower Valley's Metro Stations, and a 
rippling effect on the transportation arteries throughout the rest of the city. City staff 
continues to report that Eisenhower Avenue - a major east-west thoroughfare for auto 
trac - is underutilized, while Duke Street is impacted with hazardous traffic conditions 
that affect all aspects of public safety -pedestrians, bicyclists, and the city's first 
responders. This debate should also not overlook the challenges that congestion within 
the LandrnarWan Dorn area places on the economic sustainability of Landmark Mall 
and the City of Alexandria's tax base. Relieving this congestion on Duke Street will 
certainly improve traffic flow around the city and also make the Eisenhower and Van 
Dorn Metro Stations more convenient and attractive for the public to use, a goal of the 
Ad Hoc Committee's vision. 

Regional Focus - Additional Metro Stations 
As the Washington DC area population continues to grow, and the City of Alexandria 
tries to balance the consequences of population growth with the benefits of regional 
prosperity, Alexandria must not overlook the important role it plays in the entire region's 
transportation system. Given that only 25% of Alexandria's residents work inside the 
city, the remaining 75% must travel into and out of the city in order to get to work. 
Therefore, it's just as important for the transportation system of Alexandria to provide 
opportunities for other travelers from other jurisdictions the ability to reach their 
destination within Alexandria without an automobile. A good way to do this is by adding 
additional Metro Stations within Alexandria, and focusing development around the new 
and existing Metro stations. Additional Metro stations can not only help decrease travel 
distances for Alexandrians, but also encourage outside residents to use Metro. Therefore 
we strongly support Councilman Krupicka and Councilman Wilson's recommendation 
for an additional Metro station in the central Eisenhower Valley that builds on previous 
City Council support for a Metrorail station at Potomac Yard. These two locations are 
great candidates for new stations given the ongoing development of Potomac Yard and 
the impending replanning of Eisenhower West. These additional stations, combined with 
~ ~ c i e n t  parking, will certainly provide Alexandrians with easier outlets to reach 
Metro's regional transportation system, and take cars off of the road. 

Roads will continue to play a vital role in a local and regional multi-modal transportation system 
(for DASH, BRT, pedestrians, bikes, Metro, and cars). Without a street and road improvements 
plan for the short term, and an upgrade to the Metro system within Alexandria, this report would 
continue to be just a long-term vision, and not the beginning of a truly realistic, effective, and 
holistic transportation plan. 

Sincerely yours, 

Andres Domeyko 
Board President 

Cc: Rich Baier, Director, Department of Transportation and Environmental Services 
Faroll Hamer, Director, Department of Planning and Zoning 
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To Richard JosephsonlAlex@ALEX, Kendra Jacobs/Alex@Alex, 
Rich Baier/Alex@Alex, Tom Culpepper/Alex@Alex, Kathleen 
Beeton/Alex@Alex 

CC 

bcc 

Subject Fw: Transportation Master Plan 

- Forwarded by Faroll HameriAlex on 02/04/2008 12:41 PM - 
"Salena Zellers Schmidtkeg 
cseIena@bioinjury.com, To <Faroll.Hamer@alexandriava.gov> 
02/04/2008 11 :57 AM cc <erwagner@comcast.net>, <hsdunn@ipbtax.com>, 

<komorosj@nasd.com>, <jlr@cpma.com*, 
<jssjennings@aol.com>, <Donna-Fossum@rand.org>. 
<mslyman@verizon.net>, <alexvamayor@aol.com>, 

<paulcsmedberg@aol.com>, 
<justin.wilson@alexandriava.gov>, 
<jackie.henderson@alexandriava.gov>, "Duncan*" 
<Dblair@landclark.com>, "'Roth, Chris @ Washington" 
<CRoth@trammellcrow.com>, "'Miller, Jeffrey @ Washington 
DC'" <MJMiller~mrnell~~ow.com>, 
<davidk~chens@coopercarry.~~m>, "KENNETH BROWN'" 
<KennethBrown@CooperCarry.com>, "REBECCA 
WIYGUL" <RebeccaWiygul@CooperCarry.com>, 
<pnzfeedback@alexandriava.gov>, 
<Rich.Baier@alexandriava.gov> 

Subject Transportation Master Plan 

Planning and Zoning Commission, 

I would l i k e  t o  r e i t e r a t e  t h e  p o s i t i o n  of t h e  Braddock L o f t s  regarding t h e  
BRT Route i n  t h e  T ranspo r t a t i on  Master Plan t h a t  w i l l  come be fo re  t h e  
Commission t o n i g h t ,  a s  I w i l l  be unable t o  a t t e n d  t h e  hear ing .  

We a t  t h e  Braddock L o f t s  f e e l  s t r o n g l y  t h a t  t h e  proposed BRT rou t e  should 
t u r n  r i g h t  from North Henry onto  1st S t r e e t  t o  go s t r a i g h t  t o  t h e  metro 
r a t h e r  t han  weaving through t h e  neighborhood and proceed ou t  i n  t h i s  same 
d i r e c t i o n .  We a l s o  unders tand  our  neighbors '  i s s u e s  wi th  having t h e  busses  
t r a v e r s e  R t  1 d i r e c t l y  i n  f r o n t  of t h e i r  houses and suppor t  t h e i r  p o s i t i o n  
t o  change t h e  r o u t e  s o  t h a t  it does not  t r a v e l  down Henry and back up 
P a t r i c k  i n  f r o n t  of t h e  homes t h a t  a r e  s o  c l o s e  t o  t h e  s t r e e t .  

Thank you, 

Salena Zellers 

Salena Zellers ~chmi 'dtke 
Braddock Lof t s  
703-637-0991 
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r ~ o c a 1 t r a n s l t ~ b a n d ~ ~ a t M e t r o ~ J S t a t i o n s  
Trsrfftcfslwvin ereas 
~oordh&d parking, perctestciasr end bicycle Irnprowments 

b Zn&gmkm Key Ghana& with Tnzasit Phs in Sunvunding Ju*isd3cdins 
This TrarrsDt Concept pmpms emiW regional connectiorts with destinations beyond the CiQ of Alexandria for 
each confdct ineatmdkrg con-ns to Fort bhroir, Fairk C i i ,  the Pentagon, and pWtiaRy to b m  via the 
Woadmw WSiswt BdQe. 
K e y e ~ ~ e ~ t h a t w i l l  be into the detailed design of sendm in these corridors indude: 

c a p w - y C o n i d o r ~ 1  
Trensactkn2OW 
Crystal CkyIP0W-m Yard T m i t  AItemsbhres Analys3 

b Achuoc.ataP AdZey fo E m -  Fa&= Trad Supportive LaulbUse 
This T d  Conoept propcrseg coordfndon 4th Clty planning effolOs 8s adequately review and comment on all new 

mbrtweanddensityofacbviCysrounclM~ 
mts to cmb a comfortable walking entrireswnent for pedestrians and good 
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Transit Concept Characteristics 

coa$;. me below 



u e t b ~ h c k o f i n ~  
sit Tht conldor wBI afso provide an altem&e to DJaetro fw Wrists to 
aamsUieOldTawnma. 

T h e m 1  mRcorridorisaprimtPryMm*Pentagonto 
therrrrrthdftBeQtairtPtheswrfh.Vhe faausafthefbutelcor- 

C ~ ~ T a t h e ~ t h e R m t e t c a r r i d o r ~ ~ l e e r n d i n t e g m t e  
~BsenctcslpravWed by F ~ ~ t o  Fat W r .  InaMiin, a 
tmdt eon- b Mayland, via the Wodmw Wilson Bridge, is 
possibte. 

Len*: 4Wes 
Major M* centers Oppwtunifltw 

Demographics 2000 / 2030 l%&~m~Yaal M h s m b ~ p r o v l d e d b y  
(114 mi buffer): King street- 

15,850 121,157 Streng€h 
Pop. E)arcslly (q. mi,): 7,304 19,705 l - Q h W ~ b i p M # r i t h n o  m-. Employmenb: 18,405 f @,479 
Emp. aensity (sg mi): 8,443 t39%0 

January 25.2008 



Length: 6.25 mites 

Demographics 200012030 
(1 W mi buffer]: 

Populatiwr: 26,722 L%,W 
Pop. Density (sq. mi.): 8,430 1 11,226 
Ernpioyment: 24,843 1 50,209 
Emp. Dens@ (sq mi): 7,837 1 15,839 

Major Activity Centers Opporhrnltk 
and infill of the 

H area provides 

LandmarkMatl sanre RS a hub 
~~. 

Strength 
1- - 

January 25.2008 



Length: 6.25 miles 

Population: 
Pop. Density (sq. mi.): 
Employment 
Emp. Density (sq mi): 

Major Activity Centers Opprtunitles 
Van Dom Stnest Mrmil Station Improved txmwtkm wfth Van D m  

m t 1 2 0 3 0  l.mhark1Hall Metrorail SMion from points north. 
Makcenter 
Northern V'kgkria Community Cdlege 

36,261 140,438 
1 1,332 1 12,637 strength 
18,842 127,216 Setves area of high employment 

5,888 1 8,505 
g m  



Passenger Amenit 
A vartety of amenities can be p d & d  at transit Smart Stops, 

b enhance the &trWhness of 
QobraFldthesystemandto~QidEi 
anel meinMs. The tmfmnt of transit 

as a mans $, promote Ihe WbMy of e new, high-tech transit 
m-. 

t r a v e l ~ ( a s t o p a n i l  on-lme) 

4 CellptJoneW for next bus departure 
4 The use demrkontrlental dmgn and operation (solar power) 

e E f a c i e n t l a y o s R o f ~ r ~ ~ s p e c e s , w i t h  
L n c l m o f * w h m - ~ .  

e Designsttratpermite~~andrapidfiowofallgM- 
ing and boardim passengersfromtheatopto thevehicle 

4 B i c y c l e d  pedestrian m n k  including bicycle mb, 
bdrersartdbenchm. 

vendors for cofiee, newspaper, magazines, *. 

Smart Stations and Skeltws 

*. 
January 25,2008 Find M 3 8  



Neighborhood Circu 

k b  m. T h i s ~ ~ i n o m  o f m w m o b w  
,whb&w-m, thatwMfg routes and seMioes funded tkwgh previous TARPsi am maintained. 

feedridmMotheiwgprtratrsitttcrhrvotic,ofAering~that 
q m k  on secondary raadways. ChuWr rwbi are gemaUy 

end smaller pctssew k#rrts as well 8s the need to operate on 

m m B o G t r s a r o u n d a  
a n  
these 

~ o o u l d b e p m v i d e d d a  define 

~ r e R n e ~ c o n c 0 p t c l n d t t s ~ m l r t S s .  

Characteristics of Successful + 
Circulator ~vsterns~ m ~ l d e r e h i p ~  

January 25,2008 



Federal Funding Options 

better geared for mega projeds, such as the D u b  Corridor P&mil, a new '%&I Stabs" progro~l is enviaioned for 
tmabr-& dmWr spbms. 

The entim Alexandria Transit Concept, implemeneead as BRT, or one speck &mebar of LRT oonJdor couW quatify under 
this program. On a amidor- Rasi, 
$25amthteshdd.  ~StarEshrndInghas r e q u - t s , f i d n e e d  
of BRT fadWs, &#es, and the cse& plan. The mqukments that conesgond with the S d  Starts program indude: 

S u b s t a n W T ~ ~ s  SpedBFandingofSenrice 
Signal ~ f f r # m ~  (for BudW F~Senrice-101ninpeaW45nrin0ffpeak 
LowFloorlLsvel Vehicles SetvicaoSferedatleastl4hoursperday 

documents. 

Other Federal Programs 
SAFETEA-LU. Typi#ltly, the jmgm 
mw sugport components af the 

b bansit providers by 
form&, baged upon pqnh&m senred eftd the mount of senrice pmvided. Finelly, Some programs represent credit 
mistance, rdbrthangrenthntds, whichareaften usefulbdetiveraprojectmorerapidlyandatbwacost 

January 25.2OU8 Rnal Dvaff 3 0  



Funding 

Other Federal Programs that may be apptbk to the Transit Concept include: 

Formula Funds - 53[1? repmmts the Cwimary funding that is a form& grant program for urbanired a m ,  
pfoldkling capital, and pkmnCng assism for mass t m i p m n .  

State i-ne banks (815s) - These state or multi- funds o~gsrete in the same manner ss private banks and 
, l i n s s o f ~ i t a n d o t h e r ~ T t m h ~ t o a l b s t a t e s  

Gnnt Moipdkon Rwmm V e M m  (tMWEEs) - lb?&mb to acoelerab Mure fedemi revenues to fund -- 
State Funding Options 

ing b e 4  heve been dnhml, but been 
smite. Cwcenuy, the 

mof2P03, - d W r e d t h W t h e W n t , p r i v a b e  
n Q d  

i~gwovemmts. Typicatty, there are cost and timwmings amclabd with pubkpcivate partnerships as the pWak 
~afbenhasmoreappropriats~tol im~tx&thm~puMtcsecbor.  

d the n hpmwm@ and 

N of mmel fees that 

Virgkria RaB Express 
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Actions & rategies 
In mbr benhatK1Iitth fortheCltyofAhmdfiathe 
mh= Atl action items inrxderdwttmCltyendthe 

$T the Tratlsit Conarpt Ptan. 

TI.  The City wl!  reposed con=@, the 
sit i w t  

T1.C. The C&Mi brPctrwesthat~ntheT~tConospt 

T2. The C l t y ~ c o o r d ~ ~ ~ a d ~  George's County in 
ityTrsnsit Cmceptis 

R.A. The CILy 
uimthe 

T2.C. Tbe Regional Liaison will establish e scheduk o f q w M y  
tTl&wnsn*d~u~. 

T4. along these conidors and ensure that new 

Ssntices (TES) will cootdinate with Planning 
WWroa~wey. 

T5. The City will idenbify bcations for smart staiions that will s m e  both ttm new system end &ng transporCation 
males. 

T5.B. The ccmdme~DASHand pW& areas for transit 
Sm ~~~~ fUrSmadStations8nd 
-. 

T6A. The~winenwrethatmaddmknaldevelopmentorredevetopment~~occwinPo~ 
Yard vdthout studying the feWb%y of the development and Wing of an addibknal Mh Rail 
swcm. 

T6.B. TheCityd~Wmaddtt ianalde~wFedevelopmsntef iwtsMoccurinthecen&r 
o i t h e E i s e n t K w # t r V a l l e y w ' l t h o u t s t w l y t r t g t t r e f e a s i M F n y o f ~ ~ a n d f u n d i ~ o f a n  
additional Melm Rafl8taaion. 



Actions & rategies 

T7. The City fWfs sp%& transit rnade Wmbgy and newest techniques best suited in ttte identzfred 
tmsitconidarst lnd~~systvsmasa~. 

~pl~grambMthesucoessof~o~stransamode 

rd the impternentation of tedrmkrgy into exMng and future 

DASH bus smb with ~ e n r  transit system elements for DASH b serve as a 

T7A. ~~wRIcoofdinakwfthDsshbde8emdnaproposed~forafeeders~m. 

T9. The City will tra&@nalprkuity, W k c i r c u b  ~ a n d ~ o k s t r e e t  
enham- inbr,the new systsrnfurthe Waf transit vehicles and r i h .  

T8A. ~ C l t y W d e n r e l o p a p n o r j t i z e d W o f ~ f w ~ i t s ~ s p o t k n p m m e n t s .  
T8.0. The City will amwk funds lor the complefion of p&rity spot imptotrements. 

T10. The CityurDtl Pbs, Transit Overiay Zoning Districts, Parking Management 
Zones,etc . to~fna$~fasvpportthesystr#n.  

T9.A. T&ES MI work in d i n a t i o n  #rith P&Z to dewlop revised Transportation 
Fdmagement Plsm reqtbmmts with the goal of a mom consistent, 
in!Egrated approach to cityw& transit k w s  within indhrkiual TMPs. 

T9.B. T&ES will worlr in coordination wHfi P&Z to develop a atykie comprehensive parking 
I-. 

T11.TheCityvvilli m w  wing awaBble existing, new, end innovative llevenue sources. 

T1OA. The City wlll develop a fundirtg priority p h  th$t idedibs potential funding 
OppartUniM, , deadlimy and requlre#nis for requesting funds. 

T10.5. The C i  wYI i&My a revenue source to be dedicated to& acbal investment in andlor 
maeehing kmd§ Wtranstt ifnpmwments. 

T12. The City wlfl en ex8tnshne puMc wrBeacR and rnarketlng mnpdgn bj energize the citizenry around 
Alexandria's trsnspatath futwe 

TI  1 .A. The CHy wil create a vitebk, email list, posters and other markekg nraQerials Bo educate citizens 
onthe\t$ionbthefuhrre,bne%,endhtheymmakea~mintheCity. 

T13. The dly wiil (xmdbb with pertinent Alexandtia Boards and Commissions, such as the Comrrrissm on Aging 
andthe Comntssionon PgrsonsMm,toertsureMthespecialtransportationneedsof 
all citizens am consW828d. 



WE ClTY WILL MAKE WALKWG A PART OF 
PEOPLE'S EVERYDAY LIVES BY PROVIDING PLEASAM, SAFE AND 
ACCESSIBLE CONNECTIONS THAT ENCOURAGE AND REWARD THE 
CHOEE TO WALK 



By making Abmdr ia  m ped- W y ,  we will take a huge step toward malting wr neighWoods mom livable and 
qWty of %. In many ways, nmHdng is fhe most critical element of tbis TransporMh k s b r  Plan 

aspects of community development: economic growth, uhan destgn, engherkrg and 
pmml- involving questions of personal safety or aesthetics - and critical to the 

takes a policy approach to improving walkabii in Alexandria. It builds on the Cii's 
s and landscape guiclel'ms. Where those documents provide specibic, 
a similar approach here would be too pmdptbe. A future P e d W h  

plshmanyafthosegottls. 

laxandria, ped&b have 
bsen c o n a m  a serious 
for wr city in which walldng 

buikling, mairrtaining and improving the pedestrian network cltyJvide. 
of Aiex9ndria's strralt ma plans 

nahttxl chapter augment our 
land-rrse concerns, p~ovkfq oontext and setting a new vision for pedestrian 
pemmt@eaf&nEstDmtansft. 

t3m.firratIloae:Ttre this plan b inctude people who W, sit or stand in puMc spaces or 
may be p q k  wtth d l s a b k ,  cMWren, shoppers, dog 

OT ~ o f u ~ l a a ; e s s V l r p r k b t h e l 3 e n e S i t d ~ .  
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Pedestr an Concep 

Overarching Goal: 
WlIkitIg vnll be the safesf, mmosf 
aonveM'enf and enjoyebb way to 
get around in Akxandrk 
------ -" - -"- -- ---.-- %". 0- 

The f t h e P  the 
Tran Master the 
f r a m e v r r o r k f o r n e w p o ~ a n d i ~  
that will make Abmdr ia  more pedestrian 
friendty and i name the Wlihood that our 
~ w i t l ~ ~ n g a s a m o d e o f  
transportation. 

fhe plan includes a series of policy leva1 goals . - 

relabed to Engineering, ~ncwragebnt, 
Educabion and &My. It adso c u b s  a process for wabhg the City's progress with msasurabte benchmarks and a 
ser iesofAct ions&~es .N lenyof these  buM upon the City CwnciCgdoptsd Communily Paways 

The accompenyitla'C&ydAIexandriaPropctsedPedeaitrian Natrrwk 8 I m r e ' m a p  isanmmtevelview at the 
make AlexanQfamwstkable. Key-on this map include w d y 8 0  htWsdomR need 

@, and five mbrpas or tunnel improvement projects. 

Blcyde lVlobitlty Pbn undenrvay in 2007 win pmtride a Mueprint for 510 yeerrs worth of 





Benchmarks & Eva 

e E i i u a l  speclel ewwfEs in sprCng wid fall wiU maxmge 
active W i  and promotSon Hwlking as a rnesns of 

endrecreatk#l. 



Goals 

( Goal It. Engineering I I 1 The City will provide a continuous, connected and accessible neiwork 1 
I 

d those with mobility 

Theefty MI seek tDe&bM mi maintains system of 
b ~ a l l ~ o f D f p e d e s t r S a n , p a ~ y t h o s e  

trianelamentlnctudelntersgctionstnnesdofpedesWan 
~mfiancements, hig~mss#tafks, sidevra#cm 
j e c t s ~ t o N l e l f f w a W a n d ~ S m s r t S h e b r s a r t d ,  
finaltg(,vi-theta-ragewatkingBo 
GChbDI. Pedestrisn~alsoindudenewmultiusetreilff 
pedestrian brMges and underpasslhfnnel improvement proJects. 

Engineesing iqmwments must also inccqomb proposed 
passenger amen&& proposgd in the tmn& chapter of the 
T f a n q m M b  hQasaer Plan. In a d d i i  tD improving safety, 
p e d e s & i a n ~ g u c h ~ ~ , ~ ~ k i o s k s € m d t r a v -  

~ ~ t h e ~ ~ e x p e r i s r # ; e  and rewatd the 
evnd kensit system. 

feeom- for impmements that will make Alexandria more 
of Senrice" graphic and Wle on the foilowing page outline in graphic 





them b use transit more 
oftan.6 
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Funding 

A fu# -ry 
includsd in the 



ions & 

In reoentyea@,!bAtexandriaCltyCoundl h a s m a d e U r r p o i ~ t o ~ w t h e ~ n  e ~ ~ . A k r s e v e r a l  
yearsof~ l0 tk , theGoumi IonF~9,2006  a msW&n h s u p p o r t o f a C o n t m u n l t y M ~ I n ~ . A t  its 
most MC Wl, the Community PatMays pragram is an effort to help Alexandria beoome a more tt&hy mmuw that 
plwides safe and cMIyewrient chbices for peaple to walk, bicycle and be phydcdy active on a dgi  basis. &Our efforts to 
ad&w these issues end tratlsfomr Alexmdrla inb a nab&iy recognized pedestrtak and bmfriendly City require a 
comprehetrsive plan asrd frmmwk," the memo said. 'Instead of a focus on cars, this program WM focus on people, 
neighborhoods, parks, schook, m f e a b n  areas and traits." 

The C o r n *  PaWqs  pmgram and subsequent wMk swsh by the council-amted Ad Hoc T r ~ m  Task 
Force helped s a t ' i  a set of cfear goals, ttmelnes and a c o n s o r i i  p h .  The PecWrkn and Bicycle Mobility Plan 
cumt& u n d m i q  will pwide et Mwprint fix 5-10 years worth of infrastruc4ure impmvemnts and dmskdly improve access 

pedecPMans and bicycfists. This plan to be pubkhed laeer in 2007 will provide a ftne-glrained 
se Adions & Strategies. More importantiy, it will albw the C$ to p- the IitnRed funding 

avaMte for such kmpmmmts 

PI. Enforcement and Safety Action Items 

P1 A. Beginning in 2007, schedule quartedy pedestrian enforcement campaigns 
h a m  where safety is of greatest concern, such as Duke Street and in 
Artandria 

PI .B. Continue wwking with schools, Metro and DASH to identify high-prionty 
m w s l k  and intersection improvement projec2s 

P2. Engineering Action Items 

P2A. Worittng across dty dqwbmnts, devetop a Wstn'w Design Guide to 
be issued by the Clly Engmr in 2009 

P2.B. Using data gathered m a citjrwWe study of the pedestrian and bicycle net 
work hpkmenW pian: 

P2.B.i. lnfmhucture accessibility improvements for those with mobility impaimrents 

P2.B.ii. Improvemen$ b the pede&kin network that promote access to transit 

P2.C. knplsmerrt planned Safe Rcmbs to School improvements that wi# have the strongest likelihood of reducing 
morning tdk ad imptoving pdestrian safety 

P3A. In FY 2007-2008, the City win introduce a stipend - s i m k  
toitstransitstibsidy-fwemployeeswhobicycleorwallrto 
~atteastfwrtlmesper#feek 



ions & Strateg 

P4. Education A & h  Items 

P4A. Ensure the ptamfsd Safe RuW to Wml p~ogram 
*sppfoachbyh an ducat$wtal 

P4.C. Refomtat the %#math 
(--.ors) b m 
reglrierupdatRIsandfeedbadc~~dtizrens 



1. Portland Pedsstrian Master Ran, p. 1, 

2. C i i  of San DQQ, W g n , "  p. 63. 

3. WMtATA c&hW in Apnl2005, 'Guidefines fw Station S i  and Access Planning," p. Gl. 

4. from B&#' Inc. t'@ip, %&y d Alexendria: Year 2030 Daily Tm& Trips" and based on Metropolitan 
Cwncit d- fbund 6.4 Demographic hojectbns. 

5. Wjf *0fAkmlfria, June 19,2006, Plus 2 

7. CltydAk~i~khPRdSAR data, 2004-06 

8. Coundt of l3owmments, 'Bicycle and Pedesbian Plan for the National Capttal Region," 
Section 35, 2006. 

on channels, streets are places suited for pedestrian 
people choose to pause and ssociab.* 



THE CITY W U  BECOME WCYCLE-FRIENDLY BY MAKING 
ROUTINE ACCOWDATIONS FOR BlCYCLlSTS ON 'COMPLETE' 
STREETS AND PATHWAYS THAT ENABLE SAFE TRAVEL FOR 
ALL USERS 

Introduction 
A community that is b ' i  is one that pays extra aW#on to s& 

themostpopular~ontheEBstCoastandisoneofAiexandria'sg~ 
a t n e n i t i e s . A n ~ ~ n e t w o l k w a s e s t a b M h 1 9 6 9 a n d i n d u d e s  
t h e ~ g f i d o f ~ R ~ O W T o m ~ m a l r e s A l e x a n d r i a  
such a pleasant &&&ion forover 1.5 m h  v i s i i  annually. 

I i What 5. DifJkrent about this Plan for Bicyclists? i 
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Benchmarks & Evalua 

The ~ o f b i c y c f e - m a 9 w ~ ~ ( 5 3 i n  
2904,17h2005d 12throughOct 1,2006)~IIIhold 
~ o r ~ t h ~ 2 0 1 1 .  

The Mksway network will be 50 percent 
comfweby2011. 

The City will begin a lag of fnaMmnc8 requests 
b & U n e t w P r k , p o s t t h e @ o n t i n e f o r  

pubk viewhrg anit seek b reduce its m m n m  
bEtddogbyarwmlhsrbbe-. 

n t e a t y ~ a d d a t m 5 o O n e w b i c y d e ~ r e c k s  
by2OW. h ~ n e w ~ b p m e n t W c y c E s ~ w 9 1 1 b e  
hltmked e t a  tab of 1:lO (at bast one bicycle 
~ s p a c e ~ e x i s t f w e v e r y 1 O ~ ~ ) .  

BCanawai spedal ewm@ In spring and fa8 will 
encoltt.agetdcyde~. 

All city-sponsorwf gpecial events and public 
t + e c m w  wwplentffultticycte park- 
w - 
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Goal I. Engineering 
i The Ct& wA!t ~ m p i 4 b  a cainntxted system of' primary afid s-ndw i 

bikeways with ample bicycle parking to serve bicyclistst needs. - I 
-.- I 

(oRsbet) path. it is kpoftmt b nub !hat skeets mbrred ,$o a 
' p a r t o f t h e c i t y S s ~ - a r e - n t m m ~  
b e c a u 8 B t h e y ~ s a m e ~ n t ~ ~ b l c y c l l s t s f e e f s a f e r  

T h e v l s i o n o f t h i s p i a n i s a 1 2 5 - r r r i k b i i w a y ~ ~  
Ahndr ia  the- ectiYety supposts time who chose to use tlm bbcjrde 6w 

.ThaCtty'sEong-termvisionfPrLbicydenettrulwkisbr&Ba 
~ o f t h e M & s h W U n i $ d S $ $ s - a n a t m t i m , ~  
~ ~ i n t a i r t e f , l a n d m ~ ~ r k o n w h i c h u s e r s w i l l n a t i o e ~  

choiceof&igabieycte.BikewayfacitStiesproviBed , trafftc vdume and 
SpeedofVdrWttaffic. merican Association 
of Stab Highway md Tran n ORlciak; (AASHTO) 'Guide for the [)etreloprmmt of Bicycle FacS1Eties" and be 
designedtominknhetheposentrelBorwrconfIict. 

Add'rtionalb, provkling mnkWh$ aecwe pkes b park is an kiexpemb and eftwth way b encourage bicycling. 
W c w k i n g ~ , w e  rm parking (i.e. less Wn two hwrsf and 0.e. Indoor and1 
a ~ ~ ~ r  naar key &an& hubs, ofRce bw'ldirrgs and 





*lueuef5e~nmua pua qgee.Izno &6.1el q6no.i~ suogmuuoo - 
j!sue~1-epAa!q pus a6esn apA3!q esaaroul q yws h!~ ~VJ. 



Goal 3. Education 1 
The City will devebp and implement targeted Safe Routes to School 1 
Prugmrns as well as additional programs for adult cyclists, and j 



Goals 

Goal 4. Enforcement & Safety 
1 

Cisycling emritonmnt arvd reduce user 
sthmugh &active lawah-t, I 

&hrt to Improve 
bicydlst~,senseof~rttyandeaseofpassage by wing lnrlthdrarsvn STOP hi* white and 

nab. S 6hteBbs and outreach mwaigns may 

~ C i t y d ~ n e e o g ~ W L s h a r e d m p a W s a r e p r o n e k t a c ~ r r t a i n l e v e l o f ~ ~ u s e r r r , ~ i c h m i n  
cicmmwe 

idenWy solutbs, post *Share the Traif and user muttmy signs along shared* paths and treflheads. 

January 25,2008 



Funding 

devekped a llst of afternative tmsportatron funding sources avabbte to 
a r e d ~ n e d a s t h o s s b h a t m ~ ~ ) n t h e m a t L ~ ~ , p r i m a r y ,  

secondary, and UM dIOMbS available m h  VDOTS Six-Yes Jmpr0~8RWd Ptogm. T b  S*, AocauntaWe, 
F W ,  Efficient Tm- Equb Ad: A Legacy fix Users, passed by the U.S. Congress in 2005, e l i m i i  some of 

programs, and theit poaentist tlses, 
rmqmMbn Research Councll as 
C 06-Rt).2 

In some cases, lhe program described does not provide money above the nomal annual atlocations but rather abws the 
allmthns for the prbnary, secondary, or u r h  system b be used for bicycDe and pedestrian prrrjec$, foHowing the standard 
VDOT projed chebmwd process, or mad i- projects that use a s'wnplii design and cMwbuction pmess. 

VDOTBqtie and Pedesfrli9, AcoomrnoWm Poky 
In Mmh 2004, VDOT a new policy that mads, in park VDOT wiU initiate all highway con- pmjeds with the 

bicydhg Elnd waldng.' B i  and pedestrian fadiltkrs are now planned, 
may be con&mW wlth prknaty, urban and secondary system funds, in 

t h e s a m e m a ~ e t ~ p t D r n a r y h i g h w a y s a n d u r b a n ~ a r e ~ . l d o r e i n t o r m ~ m b e b l l n d a t M t p : l l  
www.vQmiadotorsIbikeped. 

Mhwgh this new poky requires bicycht and pedestrian considerations in a# new roadway pqeds, many additional 
impottant funding mrces indude: 

SaR4 Routes to ScJEool (SRTSJ 
The Safe Routes to Schd Pmgram, created by Section 1404 of the 2005 Safe, AmuntaMe, Flexible, Efficient 
Transportation Equily Act A Legacy for Usgts Act (SAFETEA-LU), establishes a federal&-funded grant program providii 
c o m m u r d t i e s w J t h t h e ~ n ~ t o l m p r o v e c o n d i f o r ~ a n d  to school, in grades K ttrrough 8. The goals 
ofthe Program a n  hefold: 

1. to enable and emurage chiisn, including those with disabifities, to walk and bicycle to school; 

2. to make bicrciing and b ~ a ~ 9 n d ~  trarsportation &tmative, thereby 
m r ~ i n g a h e a l t h y a n d ~ ~ ~ a n e a r t y s g e ; a n d  

3.  to^^ the pianning, end o f p t o j e d s e n d ~ ~ ~ ~ v e s a f e t y a n d  
reduceWk,fuelconsumptian,and airpdhrtionhthevicinityofschods.3 

From2005-2009-is Q r e o e P c e w e r S 1 3 ~ i n S a e t a R ~ t o ~ f t m d i ~ .  BeRnreen70and90 
percent of the funds will be t o s a f e t y l ~ t ~ ~ .  TtreseRojectGrantsha\rea$500,000 
maximum per app#m, but must be subnWd under a fwmal SRTS Program es established by the County, School Board 
or both. 
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Funding 
Transportation &Ihmamenf Pregmm 

nt program is a cehntrursement program where expenses must be incwsed and doGumented 
byVMIT. Throu$lthisprogramlupboa-m80~ntofthe 
funds. A m i n i  20 percent metch must come from other public or 

CandAir (MQI IrnpPo 
This program seeks to Impwe air quality snd is resttEGhed to projects that are ex- b redm bnspor ta t ionM 
emissions In areas that do not meet M&nal Ambient Air Qu* Standards.21 Northern V~ginia prom do qualify for 
CMAQ funding. CWAAQ p@e& am diverse and indude, but are not l i ted  b, (I] encouraging motorists to use &math 
form of transportation (eg. ttanslt knpmmenls such as new express bus senrice or bielpedestrian improvements). 

A mmpW list of Wi swrces is available in ttie report, 'AWematkoe T r a n s m n  Funding S w w  AvailaMe to Virginia 
Liocafities." 

RerJloWM 
~ n y w r r e n t a n d n e t w R r n d i n g ~ e x i r ; t ~ ~ r l a n a n d b i c y c l e ~ , i n c h r d i n g t h e m t w l y ~ ~ m  
Vimia T r a m  Author& and kxal projects sltch as those k h i b d  in the Clty of Alexandria 'Capital improvement 
Progm." Two of the primwy funding sources are wrtDined 

No#?8fn Vjghia T- AwlcWQt 
The klofthwn Virginia Trenspwtatian Aufbnty was mated by the Virginia General Assembty on July 1,2002, to offer a 
common voice for Mathern Wgiinla on the t m w n  h m s  and opborrs that confront us. The Authority is charged with 
developing a regional transporbtkm plan, working with Nwthem W'kginii's communities to &dop regional priorities and 
p o l i c i e s t o ~ & q ~ , a n d s e # u i n e a s a n e d ~ f o r ~ ~ ~  needsof NorWmVirginiabefomthestate 
an8 federd governme&. On April 4,2007, the Virginia General Assembly acceptsd Governor Kaine's W s W e  for House 
Bill 3202 which pro* fw trmm and tand use firndlng and reform thtough the M A .  Mary p e d m  and bicycle 
pfojedsamidentsRsdintheMAregionztl pfanITransaction2030.Thiplanend moreinfomattonaboutthe 
NVTA are avaiW at: h @ : l ~ . ~ h . o r g l ~ s .  

CAyofm& 
The C i i  of Atemmlrb Capital lmp~ovement Program (PI 2006) includes a number of p@e& that will add slgnifiwntiy to 
the pedestrian and bicycle hfrastructum in Alexandria. Some of the CIP projects inctude (dobr figures are toial project 
budgets PI 2008201 3): 

4 $600,000 for on-street biqde and m a n  safety improvements such as b'lcycle lanes, intersection markings 
and bike pwMng 

+ $937,000 for T W  Fadlities Pedestrian trnprovements (pedestrian and bicycle enhanmmnts near transit 
-1 

+ $517,oOOforSafeRoutestoSdrool 
4 $700,000 for SWewwrfk, Curf, & Gum 
+ $ 6 # , 0 0 0 f w ~ & ~ ~ E n h a i l c e m e n t s ( ~ }  
+ $589,932 for BiiTrails 

+ m , o o o f o t D u k e S t w e t P e d e s t r i a n F ~ a D C a m ~  

tn addition, the City commonly uses existing operating funding or funding identified in other Capital Improvement Program 
accounts b bu# a n d ~ p ~ . f o r b t s ~ , ~ C & o o m m a n l y ~ m a n e y f r w n t t s ~ ~ t  
ma in tensnoeand~ i~~s lgns Imar l r ingsprogm~~on~pedes t r i annwrk lngsor~~derou tes tgns .  



ions & Stra 
At its June 27,2006 LegtsMh Session, the Alexandria City Council adopted a fomtal 
resolution b earn Wqcie-friendty commuw seattus from the League of American 
BCcydists by 2009. This Fesolution Plan for the 'Spin City 2 W  initia- 
thre,wh~isCtty'srtameforotrrm e ~ t o m a k e ~ a n i n ~ p a r t  
of daily He in AkxBndria. 

' B i c y d e - F ~ c o m a r m n ~ ~  withahighqualiiofrife,"said 
Alexandria h k p  W i i h  D. Eu3 
stme& and make Alexandria safe rrnd mvenlent for bicycasts of all sbllitk.' 

Through 2009 and beyond, Ahaxandria City Council will exhibit political commitment, 
supportive policiss, k u w d  inff@mhw in-t end broad community i-t. The Action Items below 
provSde e framwk for the " Spln BW" hWW, which wiU eam Alexandria &cycle Friendly Community status 
and support the hpbmentam of the T r a n m  Mastet Phn. 

B1 A. AIexandtia Police Department wi# address traffic enforcement in targeted areas to encourage bpcyd'its to 
ridellsjllg$heRulesoftheRoad 

B1.C. 3-6 kay i&amdhs with high volumes of 

B2A. l3~hmOizrough2009,9dd2&ob bicyde projects on an annual 
bask 

828. and prrwide an on-line f o ~ m  for 

a revolving frrnd b 
aaeas as identified on the 

B3.B. Bikes racks will be added to all transit vehicles that operate in the C i  - spedfmlly all DASH buses - by 
2009 

B3.C. Ci wiU organize end sponsor a month long p r o m b d  effort md ride series b encourage tkychng 

B3.D. A chddist- system for AASHTO bicycle standads and City P O W  wifl be avaifable for use in all 
development sib review phns 



ons & S rategies 

84. I h s  

B4.A. bl&grate Safe Roubes to School b n p ~ n t s  with the City's existing T& Calm program 

Wb. Update the City Wyde Trait and Recreation F~~1*iity Map in 2007 (and every other year aftenruIwd) 

85. Evaluation Action items 

B5.A. An annual Ben- mport wiH be p to City CouncN with input from web-based sutveys on the 
CSty's progress kt Security, Amount and twl;Eltion of Parlttng, Bicycle FaGility tocaticm, Maintenance 

January 25,2008 



Endnotes 

tikanWashrngaonCo~of 
accumWinthe 
hesttevelofldcycle 
in ather U.S. cfbles in- 

3. Virginia Deparbnent of Trensporfation. W@da Sak Routes to School Grant AppikaW~ Gddefines, FY 2006 - 2007 
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W E  CrrY W U  lNCREASE THE NUMBER OF PEOPLE WHO TWIVEL 
IN THE CITY BY MASS TRANSIT, BICYCLE OR WALKlNG AND BE- 
COME LESS AUTO DEPENDENT 
-City Strategic Plan ZOiM-2015 

Introduction 
The streets of Alexandria rspmmf fhe Iergeat pubWc rwms 
within the CHy. Predominstely urbm in nature, the City af 
Alexandria must capltab on its 
ezwbmla,snd mustenswethat 

ftlalrBr. c&y - PIIDVidlns- 
abaydowafk 



are Wined ta d l y  
proteGbon Wniques and 
R a d d s t i o n , C t m a  
Cily stmet sysbm. This 

or design g-is 

streets. Thiswillbe as the Clty's "q Strew poky end wiU guide the 
devdopment mi -t. 

4 Fowsoncrsation Wfk bad on olrllericlt stmb, resulting in reduced 
~ t ~ t o  more direct access to service. 

Foarson building vehk&r mess points fw new development and redwdopment on side street frontage or 
alleys where fasble. 

The application of Wk d m i g  and strwt redesign to address cubthrough traffic concerns. 

Street Classification 
Functional~hascommonq(beenmiataksnm m, iPed size, urban design, land 
u s e a n Q & o u s a t t S e r ~ .  T h e s e e k f m t s m t  not its fundion. Fmcth is best d& 

rmob'inoreccesscanbesenred. 
Ro%dwaysthatprovWethea(rsa8est~ofcon~aretheh . The fundionalclassificatlan system 
ofthe pastdid notrwmmflyfleaectmm of roadways, and in many cam focused on measures sudr astrafiic, 
voklme,uridthdspeed. 

canvaryfmnpro\rktingaccess 
City to reach their d & h b n .  

is important forthe Csty b qualffy 
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Neighborhood Protection 

signage3. Each of these cnmpments play an i m  role in hwv Akandriarrs, tourists and commuters navigate fhmgh 
the City, thus c m b q  or sllbm movements that may disrupt traffic flow. 

The intagratbn of succexsful wayfinding and streewng pdicies and p r o g m  into the development prooess is a 
key pradiw In- ln creating a keabb community that is safe and promotes healthy, active fffestyles through sus- 
tainable transpbttatlan alternatives. Amenk such as sheet f ' ~ ,  trash rec~ptdes, street trees and &her land- 
scaping he@ conbib& b a pleasing envimnment. In add#ion to p id ing an attractive experience for pedestrians the 
appr~priatsU=af in meCrm and at cutbsidg m contrfbu$ to a decrease in traffic speeds dong certain 
strcastrj. Streetscape ba8uFes senre pedesQian and outdoor adivittes, as well as provide lighting and signs for motor 
vehicle drivers. Strestscape features are the elements that furnish the street environment and enhance community 
I W i .  

TrsfRc Calming 
A primary concern, expresssd by many Alexandria ddents, k the impact of vehicular traffic on t M  ndghk#hoods. 
Commu8ersrrvWIoutanAlrrxrrndrte~strauktbeencat~busethe~ysortransf t .  Theyshooldbediscour- 

onbcal-thaa- Aumdlrg to the 1982 Pbn, the City has Eaken this position 
b ~ t o ~ o r ~ ~ ~ f r o m  
ttreee measures must be continued as a c o o r d i  effort 

m k r u s e d 1 D s b v v ~ a n d m a k e s ~ s a f e t f o r  
chimes %nb bib tenes. A Iist of traffic calming measures 
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Travel Demand Management 







































Docket Item 25 
March 1 1.2008 

Transportation Master Plan 

Amendment offered by Vice Mayor Pepper, Councilman Gaines, Councilman Krupicka 
and Councilman Wilson: 

Delete existing language for T6.B, and replace with the following: 

T6.B The City expects that any proposed amendments to the Eisenhower West Area 
Plan, the King St. MetroIEisenhower Ave Small Plan or the Seminary Hill Small Area 
Plan that includes land in the Eisenhower Valley, and that proposes an increase in density 
beyond what is currently approved, shall study the feasibility of the development and 
funding of an additional Metro Rail Station. If a City-directed feasibility 
study concludes, and City Council agrees, that a new Metro Station is viable and 
desirable, then any proposals to add additional density to the Eisenhower Valley sections 
of the above mentioned small areas plans must include a specific plan to support the 
development of an additional Metro Station on Eisenhower Avenue to serve the Valley. 



Alexandria Federation of Civic Associations 
4 19 Cameron Street 

Alexandria, Virginia 223 14 

March 10,2008 

The Honorable Mayor and Members of Council 
City of Alexandria 
301 King Street 
Alexandria, Virginia 223 14 

Re: Transportation Master Plan 
City Council Regular Meeting, March 11,2008, Docket #25 

Dear Mayor Euille, Vice-Mayor Pepper, and Members of Council: 

We write to urge your review of the process for consideration of Master Plan Amendment #2008-0001, 
the Transportation Master Plan, on the docket for your March 11,2008 Regular Meeting. 

The Federation is a coordinating group for our member associations all across Alexandria. As such, it 
is not our purpose to substitute our opinion on substantive issues for that of our member associations 
which may be most affected, but rather to reinforce and support their efforts. In keeping with that 
policy, we do not write to speak to the merits of the proposed Transportation Master Plan. Many of 
our member association representatives attended one or more of the community meetings, and a 
meeting of the Federation itself, at which the draft plan was presented and discussed, and were very 
favorably impressed with the preponderance of the Plan. But the Federation as such has taken no 
position on the particulars of the Plan, deferring instead to the representation by our member 
associations and citizens in the affected neighborhoods. 

We write, rather, because we are concerned that the process by which the proposal is being brought 
before you seems to us to be flawed and incomplete: and were it not corrected, would represent a poor 
precedent for consideration of such important policy questions in the future. 

Public confidence in the quality and validity of the decisions of our governmental bodies on public 
policy matters rests fundamentally on the integrity of the process by which they are arrived at. Our 
standard in Alexandria has been that such matters should be decided only after full, fair and open 
public discussion, in which all interested parties have access to the materials on which the body is 
basing its decision; in which all have an opportunity to be heard; and in which the public has 
transparent access to the debate leading to the decision. We believe that adoption of the Transportation 
Master Plan at your March 11 meeting, without further public process, would fall short of that 
standard. 

The process employed by the Ad Hoc Transportation Policy and Program Task Force itself was 
exemplary. The Task Force deliberated thoroughly over a period of three years. Its draft Report was 
published for public review and comment well before it was submitted for Planning Commission and 
Council action, in a series of community meetings throughout the city; the Federation appreciates also 
a presentation by staff and opportunity for comment at one of its own meetings during this period. 



The Honorable Mayor and Members of Council 
March 10,2008 
Page Two 

Now, however, it appears that Council will consider, and perhaps incorporate, several significant 
amendments to the Plan as it was recommended by the Task Force and the Planning Commission, 
when Council enacts that Plan. (The possible amendments are detailed in the City Manager's March 5, 
2008 Memorandum to the Mayor and Council on "Possible Amendments to the Recommended 
Comprehensive Transportation Master Plan".) 

Some of these proposed amendments might be considered to be "editorial" changes to clarify or 
emphasize what was intended in the Plan proposed by the Task Force and the Planning Commission. 
Others, however, might be regarded by many observers as involving substantive changes or additions 
to the draft Plan. In particular, these might include the possible amendments regarding (1) Potomac 
Yard and Eisenhower Valley Metrorail Stations; (4) specific priorities for implementing the proposed 
transit corridors; (8) inclusion of provisions regarding transit-oriented development, including parking 
reductions near Metro stations; (10) discouragement of surface parking lots in all areas, not just 
commercial Qstricts; and perhaps others, in the judgment of individual readers. 

It is of course entirely within the authority-and responsibility-f the Council to adopt such 
substantive changes to the City's transportation policy and plan as it deems wise and appropriate. The 
currently proposed Transportation Master Plan is itself a comprehensive revision and replacement of - -  - 

the transportation plan adopted for the City of Alexandria in 1992. But we believe that any significant 
substantive changes to the Transportation Master Plan that are to be proposed and considered after the 
Task Force and Planning Commission have completed their work and adopted and published their 
recommendations, should be considered through no less open and transparent a public process than 
they employed in formulating their recommendations. 

Many members of the public, and interested private parties, may agree that many or all of the "possible 
amendments" discussed in the Manager's memorandum are sensible and sound, and should be 
adopted; some might disagree; and others might have alternative recommendations, or suggestions for 
refinement, that they would like to offer. But regardless of their views pro or con on the merits of 
these proposals, they should have an opportunity to review and comment on them before Council acts. 

A case in point would be the amendment regarding Potomac Yard and Eisenhower Valley Metrorail 
Stations. The possibility of additional Metrorail stations, and the conditions for, benefits and impacts 
of such stations, was not discussed in the Transit section of the Plan, either in the June 19,2007 Draft 
for Public Comment (which was the draft presented and discussed at the fall 2007 community 
meetings and Federation meeting), nor in the January 25,2008 Final Draft (which was the draft 
docketed for the Planning Commission's February 5,2008 meeting and available for public inspection 
at that time). The drafts discussed "multiple transit service alternatives (light rail, trolley, bus rapid 
transit, etc.)", but did not discuss "heavy" rail or its associated infrastructure in general, or Metrorail 
utilization in particular. The Planning Commission adopted an amendment relating to the development 
and fimding of additional Metrorail stations, but the proposed amendment was not published and 
available for public inspection and comment before the Commission acted on it. The proposed 
amendment now comes to the Council, with further revisions to the language to reflect "Council[s] . . . 
expressed concern that the language of the amendment recommended by the Planning Commission 
was not suficiently strong w~th  respect to the expectation that these stations would be feasible and 
[that alfindingplan would be developed." (Emphasis added.) 



The Honorable Mayor and Members of Council 
March 10,2008 
Page Three 

The relationship of development densities; the best mix of residential, retail, commercial and other 
land uses; provision for open space, parks and recreational uses, schools, public safety and other public 
uses and services; the optimum transportation plan, infrastructure, and financing (including the 
feasibility of a Metro Station, and its relationship to surrounding density); beneficial or potentially 
negative impacts on existing, neighboring communities; and the proper balance to be struck among all 
these factors, was the subject of intensive public discussion and debate over a period of years before 
adoption of the overall development plan for Potomac Yard. But interested parties have known of the 
proposed Transportation Plan amendment only since the Planning Commission adopted a version of it 
at the Commission's February 5 meeting; and because it is to be considered at a regular "legislative" 
meeting of Council, they will not have the opportunity to comment, pro or con, before Council acts on 
it. 

We note, by contrast, that staff recommends that an amendment to include the taxicab industry as a 
modal section in the Plan be considered at a later date, with a plan amendment which, we presume, 
would consider public input-rather than being adopted at this time. Should an amendment regarding 
Metrorail stations be considered as of lesser significance or public importance than one regarding 
taxicabs? 

We would urge that: 

(1) At the very least, when Council is to consider any substantive policies or changes to policy that 
have not previously undergone a process that has provided for public review and comment, Council 
should act only after it has itself provided an opportunity for comment at a Public Hearing meeting. 

(2) Where a substantial and significant change is to be considered to a public policy or plan which has 
been considered to be of major importance, to the communities most directly affected, or to the City as 
a whole (as in the case of land use and transportation planning for Potomac Yard, and their inter- 
relationship), the matter should not be acted on by Council until it has afforded a more extensive 
opportunity for public participation and comment, commensurate with the importance of the subject, 
and of the process by which it was previously considered and adopted. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Yours truly, 

BOARD OF DIRECTORS 
ALEXANDRIA FEDERATION OF CIVIC ASSOCIATIONS 

Michael E. Hobbs, Co-Chair 
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TRANSPORTATION MASTER PLAN AMENDMENTS 

Potomac Yard and Eisenhower Valley Metro Stations - Various amendments have been 
proposed to include specific reference in the plan to possible new Metrorail stations, one in 
Potomac Yard and one in Eisenhower Valley. As this has been one of the most discussed plan 
amendments, its evolution is summarized below. 

As recommended to City Council by Planning Commission, revised by staff to correct the 
reference to the LandmarkNan Dorn Small Area Plan and included in the Council docket 
memorandum dated February 22,2008, this proposed amendment read: 

T6. The City will ensure that development and redevelopment does not preclude efforts to 
expand public transit in@astructure. 

T6.A. The City will ensure that any amendment to the Potomac Yard/Potomac Greens 
Small Area Plan for the purpose of increasing density beyond what is currently 
approved shall study the feasibility of the development and funding of an 
additional Metro Rail Station. 

T6. B. The City will ensure that any amendment to the Y 
Hm Eisenhower West Area Plan, the King St. Metro/Eisenhower Ave Small Area 
Plan or the Seminary Hill Small Area Plan that includes land in the Eisenhower 
Valley . . and that 
proposes an increase in density beyond what is currently approved shall study the 
feasibility of the development and funding of an additional Metro Rail Station. 

Based on Council comments received during the public hearing on February 23,2008, staff 
revised this proposed amendment as follows: 

T6. The City will ensure that development and redevelopment does not preclude efforts to 
expand public transit infrastructure. 

T6.A. The City +&%emwe expects that any amendment to the Potomac Yard Potomac 
Greens Small Area Plan-which results in an increase in 
k e e e k g  density beyond what is currently approved ddh&t$+ will include . . .  reasonable provisions to address -the development and funding of 
an additional Metro Rail Station. 

T6. B. The City w+&emwe expects that any amendment to the 
Eisenhower the King St. Metro/Eisenhower Ave 

Small Area Plan or the Seminary Hill Small Area Plan that includes land in the . . Eisenhower Valley 
tttza which results in an increase in density beyond what is currently 
approved s-hA+m+ will include reasonable provisions to address . . .  
efthe development and funding of an additional Metro Rail Station. 

As requested by Vice Mayor Pepper upon review of the staff revised amendment, action T6.B 
was revised as follows and included in the revised docket memorandum dated March 5,2008: 



T6. B The City &&emwe expects that any amendment to the 
Eisenhower West Area Plan, the King St. Metro/Eisenhower Ave 

Small Area Plan or the Seminary Hill Small Area Plan that includes land in the 
Eisenhower Valley . . 

which results in an increase in density beyond what is currently 
approved will include a studv o f  the feasibilit?, o f  the development and funding of 
an additional Metro Rail Station. 

Tonight we understand that Council members will propose amended language for T6. B. 

Redesignate the proposed transit corridors - Rather that redesignating all proposed transit 
corridors as suggested in the March 5 memorandum, it was suggested that the Route 1 Corridor 
be renamed the Potomac Yard to Old Town Corridor. 

Include strategies to better manage our municipal parking - The following change was 
suggested to address the impact of tour buses on the Old Town area. This change could be 
incorporated as a new action P1.7 on page 5-5. 

The Citv shall seek out parking and transit solutions to minimize, i f  not eliminate, tour bus 
traffic in the residential areas o f  Old Town Alexandria. 

The language would be added to the following proposed staff language from the March 5 docket 
memorandum. 



"Goodale, Geoffrey M." To <Jackie.Henderson@alexandriava.gov> 
<GGoodale@foley .corn> 

CC 

0311 112008 04:19 PM bcc 

Subject FW: C ~ t y  Councll Meeting o f  March 1 1, 2008 -- Comments 

- 
History: 8 This message has been replied to, 

Dear Ms. Henderson: 

Following up on our recent conversation, I am re-sending the below e-mail and attached document. 
Please let me know if you receive this e-mail. If I do not hear back from you within the next 20 minutes or 
so, I will send the submission to you via facsimile at (703) 838-6433. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Geoffrey M. Goodale 
President 
Brookville-Seminary Valley Civic Association, Inc. 

From: Goodale, Geoffrey M. 

Sent: Tuesday, March 11, 2008 2:57 PM 

To: 'alexvamayor@aol.com'; 'delpepper@aol.com'; 'councilmangaines@aoI.com'; 'council@krupicka.com'; 
'timlovain@timlovain.com'; 'paulcsmedberg@aol.com'; 'Justin.Wilson@alexandriava.gov' 

Cc: 'jackie.henderson@alexandriava.gov'; 'geoff.goodale@bsvca.nef 

Subject: City Council Meeting of March 11, 2008 -- Comments Regarding Docket Item 25 

Importance: High 

<<BSVCA Comments on Proposed Plan.pdf>> 

Dear Mayor Euille and Members of City Council: 

Attached please find comments that the Board of Directors of Brookville-Seminary Valley Civic 
Association, Inc. ("BSVCA") respectfully submits for your consideration in deliberating on the proposed 
Comprehensive Transportation Master Plan (the "Proposed Plan"), which is slated as Docket Item 25 on 
the agenda for tonight's Council meeting. As discussed in the attached letter, we urge that the Council 
defer consideration of the Proposed Plan until a public hearing can be held at which testimony can be 
provided relating to the possible new amendments referenced in the City Manager's Memorandum to the 
Mayor and Members of City Council, dated March 5, 2008 (the "City Manger's Memorandum"). 
Alternatively, if the Council feels compelled to vote on the Proposed Plan tonight, we request that the 
Council adopt a version whose language relating to any proposed Metro Rail Station for Eisenhower Valley 



is substantially similar to that included in the City Manger's Memorandum. 

Thank you for your consideration of our comments. We respectfully request that this e-mail and the 
attached document be included in the record relating to this proceeding, and accordingly, we are including 
the City Clerk as a "cc" recipient on this e-mail. If you have any questions regarding our comments and 
recommendations, please do not hesitate to contact me at (202) 672-5341 or at (703) 618-6640. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Geoffrey M. Goodale 
President 
Brookville-Seminary Valley Civic Association, Inc. 

The preceding email message may be confidential or protected by the attorney-client privilege. It 
is not intended for transmission to, or receipt by, any unauthorized persons. If you have received 
this message in error, please (i) do not read it, (ij) reply to the sender that you received the 
message in error, and (iii) erase or destroy the message. Legal advice contained in the preceding 
message is solely for the benefit of the Foley & Lardner LLP client(s) represented by the Firm in 
the particular matter that is the subject of this message, and may not be relied upon by any other 
Party. 

Internal Revenue Service regulations require that certain types of written advice include a 
disclaimer. To the extent the preceding message contains advice relating to a Federal tax issue, 
unless expressly stated otherwise the advice is not intended or written to be used, and it cannot be 
used by the recipient or any other taxpayer, for the purpose of avoiding Federal tax penalties, and 
was not written to s rt the promotion or marketing of any transaction or matter discussed 

herein. BSVCA Comments on Proposed Plan.pdf 



BROOKVILLE-SEMINARY VALLEY CIVIC ASSOCIATION, INC. 
P.O. Box 23348 

Alexandria, VA 22304 

March 1 1,2008 

Mayor William D. Euille and Members of City Council 
City Hall 
301 King Street 
Alexandria, VA 223 14 

Re: Comments Regarding Docket Item 25 on the A ~ e n d a  for the March 1 1,2008 Meeting 

Dear Mayor Euille and Members of City Council: 

The Board of Directors of Brookville-Seminary Valley Civic Association, Inc. ("BSVCA") 
respectfully submits these comments to the City Council (the "Council") for its consideration in 
deliberating on the proposed Comprehensive Transportation Master Plan (the "Proposed Plan"), which 
is slated as Docket Item 25 on the agenda for the Council meeting on March 11, 2008. Recently, 
possible new amendments to the Proposed Plan have been recommended and set forth in the City 
Manager's Memorandum to the Mayor and Members of City Council, dated March 5, 2008 ("City 
Manger's Memorandum"). Since the public has not yet been given an opportunity to comment on 
these possible new amendments, we urge that the Council defer consideration of the Proposed Plan 
until a public hearing can be held at which testimony can be provided relating to these possible 
amendments. Alternatively, if the Council feels compelled to vote on the Proposed Plan on March 1 1, 
we request that the Council adopt a version whose language relating to any proposed Metro Rail 
Station for Eisenhower Valley is substantially similar to that included in the City Manger's 
Memorandum, insofar as such language should not identify any specific location where a proposed 
Metro Rail Station should be located and should require that a feasibility study be conducted. 

The BSVCA is a non-profit organization that seeks to promote the best interests of 
Alexandrians in general and West End residents in particular. Individuals from several hundred 
households in the Brookville-Seminary Valley area are included among the BSVCA's members. 

As an initial matter, we applaud the Council for creating the Ad Hoc Transportation Policy and 
Program Task Force (the "Task Force"), and we extend our deep gratitude to the members of the Task 
Force who worked diligently on developing the Proposed Plan over a period of several years. We also 
are grateful for the public meetings that were held relating to the Proposed Plan in the Fall of 2007. In 
addition, we commend the Planning Commission for the manner in which it conducted its review of 
the Proposed Plan, which included a public hearing. 

However, we are concerned that the Council may consider making several significant 
amendments to the Proposed Plan, as it was recommended by the Task Force and the Planning 
Commission, when the Council considers the Proposed Plan on March 11. These possible 
amendments are set forth in the City Manger's Memorandum and relate to, among other things, the 
possibility of a Metro Rail Station in Eisenhower Valley, which is of interest to the BSVCA. 



Mayor William D. Euille and Members of City Council 
March 1 1,2008 
Page 2 

We understand that the Council has the authority and responsibility to make substantive 
changes to the City's transportation policy. Moreover, we recognize that many people may well agree 
that most, if not all, of the possible amendments discussed in the City Manager's Memorandum are 
sensible and sound and should be adopted. On the other hand, there may be others who might 
disagree, and still others that might have alternative recommendations or suggestions. 

It is precisely for these reasons that we urge the Council to defer consideration of the Proposed 
Plan until a public hearing may be held during which the citizens of Alexandria may offer testimony 
on the possible new amendments referenced in the City Manager's Memorandum. In our view, such 
input could be extremely valuable to the Council in ensuring that possible amendments that are 
adopted would be beneficial and would not be likely to have any unintended consequences. 

Having made the above comments, we recognize that the Council may feel compelled to vote 
on the Proposed Plan on March 1 1 for timing reasons. If this is the case, we respectfully request that 
the Council adopt a version whose language relating to any proposed Metro Rail Station for 
Eisenhower Valley be substantially similar to that included in the City Manger's Memorandum on 
page 2. That language reads as follows: 

T6.B. The City expects that any amendment to the Eisenhower West Area Plan, 
the King St. MetroIEisenhower Avenue Small Area Plan or the Seminary Hill 
Small Area Plan that includes land in the Eisenhower Valley which results in an 
increase in density beyond what is currently approved will include a study of the 
feasibility of the development and funding of an additional Metro Rail Station. 

This language seems reasonable since it does identify a specific location where a proposed Metro 
Rail Station should be located in or around Eisenhower Valley and since it does require a study of the 
feasibility of the development and funding of such an additional Metro Rail Station. 

In summary, we urge that the Council defer consideration of the Proposed Plan until a public 
hearing can be held at which testimony can be provided relating to the possible new amendments 
referenced in the City Manger's Memorandum. Alternatively, if the Council feels compelled to vote 
on the Proposed Plan on March 11, we request that the Council adopt a version whose language 
relating to any proposed Metro Rail Station for Eisenhower Valley is substantially similar to that 
included in the City Manger's Memorandum. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Geoffiey M. Goodale 
President 
Brookville-Seminary Valley Civic Association, Inc. 




