FRA Long-Distance Service Stud

Southeast Reaional Working Group Meeting #2

Activity 1 - Create a Route

Create a route by writing on a sticky note the
termini and intermediate stations you'd like to see.

Example: Billings to Cheyenne via Western node.
Or L.A to Barstow to Las Vegas to Salt Lake City.
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Using the pencil icon on the

you created above.
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Activity 3 - Future Feedback Opportunities

o In moving the study forward, how can FRA and Amtrak best coordinate with stakeholders about long-distance service?
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Activity 3A - Future Feedback Opportunities

o Are there other examples of organizational or coordinating groups that have worked well for efforts like these?
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