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Agenda

" Welcome and Introductions

= Study Overview and What We’ve Heard

= Network Development

" Methods and Tools for Network Assessment

" Preferred Route Analysis

" Prioritization

= On-going Long-Distance Collaboration and Planning

" Closing and Next Steps

LONG-DISTANCE
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Meeting Objectives

= Review and discuss the analyses associated with each of the preferred routes:

o Conceptual service schedules
o High-level capital and operating and maintenance cost estimate ranges for certain types of
projects

o Public benefits analysis

= (Create a shared understanding of next steps for the project

FRA
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Long-Distance Service Study Regions: Stakeholder Group Meetings
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Long-Distance Service Study Engage

ment Schedule

Meeting 2
Summer 2023
Enhanced Network
Route Developmen

Meeting 3
Winter 2024
Route Identification

.

b Meeting 1
January-February 2023
Universe of Routes &
Evaluation Factors
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Meeting 4 <
Spring/Summer 2024
Recommended
Actions
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About the FRA Long-Distance Service Study

The Infrastructure Investment and Jobs Act (IIJA) of 2021 requires the FRA to
conduct a study to evaluate the restoration of daily intercity rail passenger service
along —

= any Amtrak Long-Distance routes that were discontinued; and
= any Amtrak Long-Distance routes that occur on a nondaily basts.

* FRA may also evaluate potential new Amtrak Long-Distance routes, including
with specific attention provided to routes in service as of April 1971 but not
continued by Amtrak.
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Legislative Considerations for Long-Distance Service Expansion

Link and serve large and small communities as part of a regional rail
network

Advance the economic and social well-being of rural areas of the
United States

Provide enhanced connectivity for the national Long-Distance
passenger rail system

Reflect public engagement and local and regional support of restored
passenger rail service
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FRA Long-Distance Service Study - Report to Congress

Preferred options for restoring Prioritized inventory of capital

Federal and non-Federal funding

or enhancing Long-Distance projects to restore or enhance i

service service

Recommendations for methods
by which Amtrak could work
with local communities and

organizations to develop activities

Estimated costs and public
benefits of restoring or enhancing
intercity rail passenger

transportation in the region
impacted for each relevant Amtrak
route

and programs to continuously
improve public use of intercity
passenger rail service along each
route.
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Amirak Passenger Rail Service

= Amtrak provides passenger rail service across the nation, serving more than
500 destinations in 46 states.

= The current Amtrak network provides passenger rail service across three
service lines:

o Northeast Corridor (NEC) provides service between Boston, Massachusetts, and
Washington, DC on the Northeast Regional and Acela routes; Amtrak owns most of
the NEC main line, and provides high-speed service on Acela.

o State-Supported provides service on 30 routes of not more than 750 miles through
cost-sharing agreements with state partners.

o Long-Distance provides service on 15 Amtrak routes over 750 miles. The federal
government provides significant financial support to Amtrak for these routes.

= Both state-supported and long-distance routes primarily operate on host
railroad tracks, which are not owned by Amtrak.

( U.S. Department of Transportation FRA
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Frequency and
Service

Amtrak operates 15
LD routes. By
statute, LD routes
are over 750 miles;
they typically operate
once per day in each
direction (except

Cardinal and Sunset
Limited), with end-
to-end travel times
of 12+ hours, and
have coach and
sleeper
accommodations.

Rural
Connections

Less than 10 percent
of LD riders travel
end-to-end; many
different origin-
destination pairs in
each route, *
connecting urban
and rural markets.
Approximately 20
percent of LD riders
connect to another
Amtrak service.

Geography

LD routes are the
only passenger rail
service in 22 of the
46 states in the
passenger rail
network; on average,
an LLD route serves
29 stations and 8
states.* LD routes
help form a
“backbone” of the
national passenger
rail network.

What are Amirak Long-Distance (LD) Routes?

Funding

Congress, through
an annual grant to
Amtrak, provides
funds to offset the
adjusted operating
loss for LD routes —
projected to be

approximately
$495M in FY25.4%*
Amtrak 1s prohibited
from discontinuing
LD routes in any
year it receives
adequate federal
funding.

Passengers

LD routes cartried
ovetr 4 million
passengers in 2023,
who traveled 2
billion passenger
miles — more than a
third of total
passenger miles
traveled in the
Amtrak system.

*Station data excludes the Auto Train; state data includes Washington, DC
*Amtrak General and Legislative Annual Report & Fiscal Year 2025 Grant Request FRA
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Federal Funding Program Overview: Amtrak Annual Grant

* The Amtrak Annual Grant is a directed grant program that is unique in scope and
purpose—Amtrak is the only eligible recipient, and funds are broadly eligible for use to
support Amtrak’s activities. FRA administers the grant, and available funding changes
year-to-year based on Congressional appropriations.

= Amtrak’s funds are administered via two grants: one for Amtrak’s Northeast Corridor
Account and one for Amtrak’s National Network Account.
" Annual Grant funds are often used for:
o Capital improvement projects and annual maintenance activities
o Debt service payments
o Operating expenses on the National Network
v" Long-Distance Routes: Funds are typically used to offset operating losses on existing routes

v’ State-Supported Routes: Amtrak has cost-shating agreements with state partners, but federal
funds are used for certain expenses on these routes

FRA
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Federal Funding Program Overview: BIL Advance Appropriations

[ ADVANCE APPROPRIATIONS ]
From FY22-FY26

S66B qax

Amtrak Consolidated Rail
Advance appropriations for National Infrastructure and . ] FEdera.l'State )
Netwark primarily focused on Safety Improvements Railroad Crossing Partnership (FSP) for Restoration &
upgrading or repiacing existing o . . o .
assets, including equipment and ADA. (CRISI) Elimination (RCE) Intercity Passenger Rail Enhancement
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FRA Discretionary Grant Programs: BIL Advance Appropriations

Programs

Consolidated Rail Infrastructure
and Safety Improvements
(CRISI)

Railroad Crossing Elimination
(New)

Federal-State Partnership for
Intercity Passenger Rail
(Significantly Changed)

Restoration & Enhancement

Interstate Rail Compacts (New)

Purpose

To fund projects that improve the safety, efficiency, or
reliability of intercity passenger and freight rail.

To promote highway-rail or pathway-rail grade crossing
improvement projects that focus on improving the safety
and mobility of people and goods.

To fund capital projects that reduce the state of good repair
backlog, improve performance, or expand or establish new
intercity passenger rail service, including privately operated

intercity passenger rail service if an eligible applicant is involved.

To provide operating assistance to initiate, restore, or enhance
intercity passenger rail service.

This program will provide funding for interstate rail compacts'
administrative costs and railroad systems planning, promotion
of intercity passenger rail operations, and the preparation of
grant applications.

Advanced Appropriations

$5 billion
($1 billion annually)

$3 billion
($600 million annually)

$36 billion
($7.2 billion annually)

$250 million
($50 million annually from Amtrak
National Network fund)

$15 million
($3 million annually from Amftrak
National Network fund)

U.S. Department of Transportation
Federal Railroad Administration




Overview of Long-Distance Service Study Scope

= Plan and execute agency, stakeholder and public engagement
= Review previous Long-Distance services

= Assess current Long-Distance services and travel market

= Develop study methods and tools

= Develop restoration and expansion concepts

= Identity preferred options and prioritization

= Develop costs, benefits, and financing information

= Identity final recommendations and implementation strategies

= Issue final report

FRA
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Long-Distance Service Study Approach

Amirak Non-Daily
(Cardinal & Sunset
Limited) Routes

« Evaluate existing conditions & requirements to restore to daily service
» Consider & recommend daily service restoration plan

Potential New
Long-Distance —_—
Services

( U.S. Department of Transportation Egﬁ]G—D|STANCE
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Long-Distance Service Study Expectations

What this Study IS What this Study IS NOT

Focused on Long-Distance Network A “National Rail Plan”
Assessment of routes over 750 miles Assessment of State-Supported routes
Focused on Amtrak as service provider Identitying other service providers

Service frequencies to meet Long-Distance markets  High frequency service

Utilization of existing rail corridors Identifying new “greenfield” alignments
Conventional rail/technology High-speed or other emerging technologies
U.S. Department of Transportation FRA
(y Federal Railroad Administration 22 Lo T NCE




Long-Distance Service Study Technical Outputs

" Develop market demand and operations and maintenance (O&M) costs that
emphasize the benefits and costs of both the existing and an expanded long-
distance network

o Includes developing demand, revenue, and O&M cost estimates for specific routes under
consideration

= Identify certain types of passenger service-required projects

o Passenger service-required projects identified for this study include track upgrades to track class 4
and supporting signalization and PTC, passenger stations, maintenance facilities, and rolling stock

o Projects will be included as part of “prioritized inventory” required by the legislation

o Decision to focus on identifying these types of projects was based on feedback from host railroads
during initial outreach

o Estimated cost ranges of passenger service-required projects will be identified

o Total capital costs for preferred routes will not be identitfied

( U.S. Department of Transportation EgﬁJG-DISTANCE
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Capital Cost Estimating for Selected Passenger Service-Required Projects

Unknown Costs

Costs Estimated for To be determined based on

Selected Passenger Service-Required Projects future studies and analysis

I,é,@+ ﬁ;g@'l' =

Track Class 4, Stations and Vehicles Other Capital Projects Total Estimated
including Maintenance (Rolling Stock) Including Track Capacity Capital Costs
Signalization Facilities and Operational
\ and PTC Improvement Projects
\ // \ /
~ N e __
U.S. Department of Transportation EgﬁlG-DISTANCE
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Opportunities and Challenges

Opportunities

Establishes options for potential
tuture long-distance service, in
response to legislative requirements,

examining broad needs, challenges,
and opportunities.

Identifies regions where potential
new service could provide economic
and social benefits.

Demonstrates support for restoring
long-distance intercity passenger rail
services and exploring the creation
of new long-distance routes.

Satisfies an early step in the FRA
project lifecycle to identify actions
needed to enhance long-distance
service.

U.S. Department of Transportation
Federal Railroad Administration

" Documents high-level analysis.

Substantial additional analysis and
resources are required prior to
implementation.

Identifies only certain passenger
service-required capital projects.
Future identification and analysis of
additional capital projects, including
those related to capacity, requires
additional time and resources,
including coordination with host
railroads and other stakeholders.

Requires significant unidentified
funding for planning, infrastructure

improvements, fleet needs, and
ongoing operating support.

25
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Long-Distance Service Study in the FRA Project Lifecycle Stages

NHEH Project Project

F. |D i (0] t'
Planning Planning Development InaliDesigh peration

)\

| | | |
Regional & State Rail Corridor Identification & Fed State Partnership / Other Restoration &
Planning Development Program Federal Funding Programs Enhancement
\ Y J Program

FRA Long-Distance Service Study

( U.S. Department of Transportation EICQ)}:JG-DBTANCE
@ Federal Railroad Administration 26 SERVICE STUDY




Long-Distance Service Study in the FRA Project Lifecycle Stages

Key Systems and Project Planning Tasks Key Project Planning Tasks
Undertaken by the Study Subject to Additional Analysis AFTER the Study
v" Create a foundation for further planning J Route, service, and passenger service-
of potential future long-distance services required project recommendations

are subject to further development and
refinement under subsequent detailed project
planning and project development efforts

v" Examine broad needs, challenges, and
opportunities

v" Consider links with other transportation
J Identify potential capacity related

improvements and operational 1ssues
assoclated with the proposed routes

modes

v" Identify selected passenger service

required projects, including their

respective costs and benefits d Develop conceptual engineering concepts

FRA
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Corridor Identification and Development Program Overview

Build the
foundation for a
long-term rail
program

Bring world-class
passenger rail
service to regions
across the country

Corridor ID creates a foundational framework for identifying and
developing new or improved intercity passenger rail (IPR)
services. Under the program, FRA will:

Solicit proposals for
implementing new or
improving existing IPR

services

Select corridors for
development

Partner with corridor
sponsor to prepare (or
update) a Service
Development Plan
(SDP)

SDP includes a
“corridor project

Corridor project
inventories populate a
prioritized “pipeline” of

Projects in the Corridor
ID Pipeline are eligible
for funding under FRA’s

inventory” . financial assistance
projects
programs
Grow a safer, cleaner,
more equitable rail
system
FRA
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Nexus between the Long-Distance Service Study and Corridor ID Program

= Corridor ID eligibility includes both short-distance (less than 750 miles)
services, along with increasing the frequency of long-distance service, and
restoring service over any route formerly operated by Amtrak.

= Long-distance service corridors selected into Corridor ID include:
o Daily Cardinal Service (Amtrak) — Increase service frequency of a long-distance route
O Daily Sunset Limited Service (Amtrak) — Increase service frequency of a long-distance route

o North Coast Hiawatha (Big Sky Passenger Rail Authority) - Restoration of service over all or
portions of an intercity passenger rail route formerly operated by Amtrak

U.S. Department of Transportation EgﬁG-DISTANCE
@ Federal Railroad Administration 29 SERVICE STUDY




@

FY 22 Corridor ID Selections
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90+ Corridor ID applications received

09 applications were selected
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Exisiting Intercity Passenger Rail Network
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WHAT WE HEARD
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Ideas for Ongoing Long-Distance Planning & Collaboration

* Ongoing Long-Distance Planning
o FRA 1s considering ideas for a recurring, high-level long-distance planning process, potentially
updated approximately every five years.

o This process, led by FRA, could be similar to State Rail Plans or other comparable transportation
investment plans, focusing on the status and needs of current Amtrak long-distance service, as well

as needs for potential future service.

* Ongoing Long-Distance Collaboration

o FRA 1s considering ideas for a new Long-Distance Public Committee, which may need to be
established by Congtress.

o This committee could focus on ongoing feedback for current Amtrak long-distance service,
including engagement / marketing, customer service, and other policy discussions.
= FRA heard significant support for these ideas during regional working group meetings
earlier this year and will continue to consider these ideas.

U.S. Department of Transportation EgﬁJG-DISTANCE
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Over 47,000 Comments Received - Al Methodology

= Public and stakeholder comments were collected from February 6 — March 11
O Submitted via emails, letters, and a webform

o Over 47,000 comments received

= Artificial Intelligence (AI) was used to analyze the comments recetved and
identify preferred routes and geographies (cities, states) mentioned

= Steps in the Al analysis process included:

o Validating Data: a random sample of comments was reviewed to confirm the Al analysis
matched the human analysis

o Tuning Responses: Al prompts were tested until performance was acceptable

o Reviewing: Al processed all comments and summarized results

U.S. Department of Transportation FRA
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Over 47,000 Comments Received

Comments by Topic Comments Referencing a Preferred Route
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Stakeholder and Public Comment Takeaways

= 99% of comments were supportive of long-distance passenger rail in the
United States.

= 23% of the comments simply offered support for passenger rail.

= Some cities that are not included on a preferred route generated many
comments and support for consideration. These cities will be discussed later in
the presentation.

FRA
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NETWORK
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Baseline Network
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Conceptual Enhanced Network
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Proposed Network of Preferred Routes

Sandp&aint
Spokane.. P
® oing
s ENNEWiCK Helena Montana D Maine
3 \ nesota
\_ /\Blsmarck ' Vermont
Billings
Oregon Fargo Hampshire
Minneapolis/ - o
assacnusetts
ho South Dakota St el T Albany
o AR Michigan 'b «®Boston
Plerre/-\ s Mo Vork
\ Wyoming N.Casper Buffalo Rhode Island
| T e, Sioux Falls® ) ‘e New Haven
| Milwaukee ® \ @ Detroit ; ‘ .\_ Connecticut
‘}“' ,‘ , ; Cleveland Pennsylvania New York Clly
L Chicago ol Pittsburgh \
Sacramentog Rono Nebraska ®Dos Moines Ohio ¢ Philadelphia
. Omaha'g Indiana S New Jersey
: Cheyenne
San Francisco @ In dlana olis e Delaware
Merced p Columbus =g \Vashington DC
o=@ Merce Ut Denver Kansas, llinois ‘ We .\ Maryland
[ J— City Clncmnatl Virginia Lorton
California Grand Junction | o St Loms
G coiade | Sl Ashiand Lynchburge, ®= Potersburg
Bakersfield o Newton LOUISVI"e Roanoke ' Virginia
S 2eisie ®| as Vlegas B | Kentucky
\Ba‘rstﬂ_/ Trinidad @ "
' North
- Flagstaff / Tulsa Nashville S, Charlotte“ Gl
> v Albuquerque & Oklahoma Tennessee
Los Angeles q ‘: 44 Okizhomag ' ,Chaﬂanooga
Legend Phoenix N City Little Rock © Memphis
_ v ® ‘ Amarillo L4 Mississipp
Baseline Network e'uma Arizona , o South
Long-Distance, Northeast New Mexico Arkansas Blrmlngham.‘/ Carolina
Corridor, State-Supported, @ lucson
Baseline Projects \ Midang___Fort Worth.3 Marshall T Meridign o ®Savannah
Preferred Routes ’.EIPQ_/. i Montgomery Presented at Regional
e Chicago — Miami Mobile Alabama ) . .
@ Dallas/Fort Worth — Miami s \._\/_‘.~‘.Jacksonwlle Working Group Meetings
@ Denver - Houston FoulSA ) Tallahassee February 2024
@ | 05 Angeles — Denver b S Pensacola
Phoentr~ Minneapolis Gt Paul Further analysis and identification S P e e W

Dallas/Fort Worth — New York
Houston — New York
e Seattle — Denver
@ssse San Antonio — Minneapolis/St. Paul
e San Francisco — Dallas/Fort Worth
e Detroit — New Orleans

of funding after completion of this e °U3t°“

study would be necessary to Tampae®

advance the preferred routes
@ Denver — Minneapolis/St. Paul ihr?Ugh pI'OjeCf plannlng. and Miami
@ Seattle - Chicago project development activities jami
@ Dallas/Fort Worth - Atlanta H H i

- E1 Paso - Billngs prior to implementation.

Existing Route and Station Data provided by Amtrak 2024; Baseline Projects Data provided by FRA 2024

U.S. Department of Transportation

(v Federal Railroad Administration a1




METHODS AND TOOLS
FOR NETWORK
ASSESSMENT




Methods and Tools for Network Assessment

Conceptudl
Service
Schedules &
Network Analysis

Cost Estimating

Public Benefits

Analysis
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CONCEPTUAL
SERVICE SCHEDULES &
NETWORK ANALYSIS
METHODOLOGY




Methods and Tools

. Enhanced Identity
Baseline Route . . Investment oL
Network Service Analysis ) Prioritized
Network Development Analysis
Development Routes

|
Conceptual Service Schedules & Network Analysis

= Purpose: Analyze and develop conceptual service schedules with
Substantial additiona approximate departure and arrival times for each preferred route

planning after . .
completion of his to support investment analysis.

study would be v Develop conceptual service schedules
needed to determine

actual service plans. v" Analyze the network connections and travel time savings

= Conceptual service schedules are not proposals for service,
and do not consider existing or future traffic conditions
along the routes, or site-specific conditions such as steep

grades.
_ FRA
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Methodology for Developing Conceptual Service Schedules

= Identified potential station locations for each preferred route

Quantify the number of
new stations where
preferred routes expand
the long-distance network

Used existing long- * Station spacing of

Added new stations
where a preferred route

intersected an existing

distance station locations approximately every 50 miles*
* City population greater than

5,000 people

* Used station locations of state-
supported routes and
discontinued long-distance
routes and that met this criteria

long-distance route
where there wasn’'t an
existing station

*Based on the average station spacing of Amtrak long-
distance service for fiscal year 2022: average of 42 miles
east of the Mississippi River, average of 70 miles west
of the Mississippi River.

( U.S. Department of Transportation FRA
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Methodology for Developing Conceptual Service Schedules

= Estimated conceptual run times for each preferred route

Segments with Current Passenger Rail Service Conceptual Run
Times for a
New Segments Preferred Route

Use the current schedule

Estimate travel time based on:
Conceptual run times do

not consider existing or

future traffic conditions

along the routes, or site-

specific conditions such
as steep grades.

* Distance between stations

* Average speed of 48 miles per hour between
stations*

* Average 4 minutes of dwell time at stations*

* Average 20 minutes dwell time at stations with
crew base and enroute servicing activities*

*Based on the average for fiscal year 2022
Amtrak long-distance service schedules.
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Methodology for Developing Conceptual Service Schedules

" Developed conceptual service schedules for each preferred route

Analyzed all departure times in a 24-hour period

5:00 a.m. —10:59 p.m.

5:00 a.m. - 7:59 a.m. early morning
- 8:00 a.m. - 10:59 a.m. late morning
- 11:00 a.m. - 12:59 p.m. midday
- 1:00 p.m. - 3:59 p.m. early afternoon
- 4:00 p.m. - 5:59 p.m. late afternoon

Selected departure times from the terminails: - G:00pm. - 59 p.m. early evening

- 9:00 p.m. - 10:59 p.m. late evening

| .
\O/ Daytlme
7/ | AN

Selected conceptual Minimized nighttime ) Nighttime
Sovidied deniine departure times to service for existing long- 11:00 p.m. — 4:59 a.m.
departures from maximize doy’(lme dls’ron.ce sfrcmons V\{lTh
oo e oo service for the highest only nighttime service One train a day in
population market pairs that are served by @ h direction
on the preferred route* preferred route cach directio

*Based on an analysis of the metropolitan statistical area or micropolitan statistical area census
population and the travel time between each origin-destination station pair on the preferred route.
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Methodology for Developing Conceptual Service Schedules

= Conceptual service schedules for preferred routes are:
o Conceptual and for analysis purposes only. They are not an FRA proposal for service.
o Consistent with the schedules of the existing long-distance routes
o Consistent with existing long-distance route frequencies: one train a day in each direction
o Based on schedules for existing long-distance routes and do not consider existing or future
traffic conditions or site-specific conditions such as steep grades along the preferred routes
= Conceptual service schedules support analysis of the people and places served by
the preferred routes:
o Catchment area around stations identified for the preferred route
v 30-mile radius where the station is in a Metropolitan Statistical Area (MSA)

v" 50-mile radius where the station is in 2 non-MSA area

FRA
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Methodology for Network Analysis

" The baseline network was compared to the conceptual schedules
developed for the preferred network, to highlight potential service
improvements of the preferred network

Results

Number of new
station pairs
accessible by
preferred route

Calculate the

Analyze the Analyze the Calculate the fravel fime for all

baseline network preferred network number of station

station pairs
accessible in both
networks

(stations, routes, (stations, routes, pairs accessible in
schedules) schedules) both networks

Travel time
improvements by
preferred route

Includes up to 2 transfers, with transfer times between 1 and 12 hours

U.S. Department of Transportation EgﬁJG-DISTANCE
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Methodology for Network Analysis

= Potential average travel time improvements for existing station pairs when
using the preferred network compared to the baseline network, based on
conceptual service schedules

Average improved
travel time to
station pairs with
improved travel
times

Total number of
station pairs with
improved travel
time

Average improved
travel time by
preferred route

»

»
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COST ESTIMATING
METHODOLOGY
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Methods and Tools

. Enhanced . Identi
Baseline Route Service Investment de . t1fy
Network : ) Prioritized
Network Development Analysis LGEIVGT
Development

Routes

Cost Estimating
= Purpose: Estimate selected passenger service-required capital project costs and

Selected Passenger operating and maintenance (O&M) costs of each preferred route as an input for
Service-Required Projects: public benefits analysis.
* Passenger Rail Route Public Benefits Analysis
Infrastructure . . . . :
= Stations and Purpose: Estimate the public benefits of constructing selected passenger service-
Maintenance Facilities required capital projects and operating the preferred routes.
= Vehicles (Rolling Stock) V' Safety
v" Rail accessibility
v" Equity

v" Jobs and earnings

FRA
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Selected Passenger Service-Required Capital Projects

Estimates selected
passenger-service

Provides high-level Includes 35% required project costs
cost estimating to allocated * Track upgrades

support early planning contingency to * Signalization and Posifive

Train Control (PTC)
e Stations
* Maintenance facilities
e Vehicles

activities address project risks

U.S. Department of Transportation FRA
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Capital Cost Estimating for Selected Passenger Service-Required Projects

Passenger Rail Route Stations and Maintenance .

Track Upgrades Stations Rolling Stock
= Upgrade to FRA track class 4 = New stations and terminals = Single level equipment for
= New track connections to = Improvements at existing preferred routes that would
connect the end-to-end route stations to accommodate operate on the NEC
Signalization and PTC preferred routes » Bi-level equipment for other
= Add signaling and PTC to Maintenance facilities preferred routes
support FRA track class 4 = New maintenance facilities
passenger rail operations » Additional yard tracks at
» New connections for the end- existing facilities
fo-end route = Enroute servicing

\ J

Professional Services

Programmatic costs based on the costs
of passenger rail route infrastructure and
stations and maintenance facilities
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Consist Estimates Used

One Night Route Two Night Route = Consists for the preferred routes

2 locomotives 2 locomotives based on conceptual service

1 baggage 1 baggage SCthU.lCS

3 sleepers 3 sleepers = Represent the maximum typical

1 diner 1 diner length for vehicle acquisition costs

= Number of trainsets for each
preferred route calculated from:

o Runtime + layover time divided by
headway of 24 hours

1 lounge (café/sightseer) 1 lounge (café/sightseer)
3 coaches 4 coaches

1 transition/sleeper

Source: Amtrak FY2019 consist data o Layover time 1s assumed to be 8 hours
o Includes spare vehicles (25%)

FRA
LONG-DISTANCE

SERVICE STUDY
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Consist Estimates Used

Preferred Route Number of Nights | Number of Trainsets
5

= Bi-level equipment

Chicago - Miami1 2-night

Dallas/Fort Worth - Miami 1-night 5 consistent with CXiStiﬁg 10ﬂg—
Denver - Houston 1-night 4 distance routes

Los Angeles - Denver 1-night 5

Phoenix - Minneapolis/St. Paul 2-night 7 " Preferred routes on the
Dallas/Fort Worth - New York 2-night 7 (single-level equipment) Northeast COII‘idOI’ W()uld
Houston - New York 2-night 7 (single-level equipment) use comp atible single—l evel
Seattle - Denver 2-night 5 .

San Antonio - Minneapolis/St. Paul 1-night 5 cquipment

San Francisco - Dallas/Fort Worth 2-night 7 = (Cardinal and Sunset Limited
Denver - Minneapolis/St. Paul 1-night 4 re qul re additional trainsets
Seattle - Chicago 2-night 7 . .

Detroit - New Otleans 1-night 4 for daﬂy operations

Dallas/Fort Worth - Atlanta 1-night 4

El Paso - Billings 1-night 5

Daily Cardinal 1-night 4 (2 additional trainsets)

Daily Sunset Limited 2-night 7 (4 additional trainsets)

FRA
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Capital Cost Estimating for Selected Passenger Service-Required Projects

" Does not include capacity improvements to accommodate existing or
future traffic, structural improvements, grade crossing improvements,
and freight railroad onboard PTC improvements

= Cost estimates reported 1n 2025-year dollars

* The high-cost estimate includes an additional 30% unallocated contingency
over and above the low-cost estimate to account for unforeseen circumstances
that impact project delivery

= The values will represent high-level cost estimates to support eatly planning

= Substantial additional planning and analysis would be required for further
refinement and accuracy

U.S. Department of Transportation EgﬁJG-DISTANCE
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Capital Cost Estimating for Selected Passenger Service-Required Projects

Unknown Costs

Costs Estimated for To be determined based on

Selected Passenger Service-Required Projects future studies and analysis

I,é,@+ ﬁ;g@'l' =

Track Class 4, Stations and Vehicles Other Capital Projects Total Estimated
including Maintenance (Rolling Stock) Including Track Capacity Capital Costs
Signalization Facilities and Operational
\ and PTC Improvement Projects
\ // \ /
~ N e __
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Operating & Maintenance Cost Methodology

= Based on Amtrak Performance MARGINAL COSTS

Tracking statistics fOI‘ ﬁSCﬂl year Costs vary by the level of service provided

2019

. . * Boardings * Non-Shared Staffed Stations

u EStlmatﬁ O&M COStS fOI' mafglﬂal e Locomotive Miles e Train Hours

costs of the preferred routes based * Locomotive Trips * Train Miles

1 . h d 1 . e Coach, Food Service, e Locomotive Days
o Run times * Passenger Car Trips

o Frequency
o Number of vehicles

= Fixed costs would remain unchanged

U.S. Department of Transportation EgﬁJG-DISTANCE
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Operating & Maintenance Cost Methodology

= Cost estimates reported 1n 2025-year dollars

* The low- and high-range of cost estimates reflect the variation in marginal
unit costs by operating statistic of existing long-distance routes

* The values will represent high-level cost estimates to support early planning

= Substantial additional planning and analysis would be required for further
refinement and accuracy

FRA
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PUBLIC BENEFITS
ANALYSIS
METHODOLOGY

FRA
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Public Benefits Analysis

= The Report to Congress must include the estimated public benefits of restoring or enhancing
intercity passenger rail transportation in the region impacted along relevant routes

= What is a public  Not formally defined by U.S. Department of Transportation (DOT)
benefits analysis? Public benefits analysis is described in FRA guidance for State Rail Plans
Not a benefit-cost analysis

Identify the beneficial outcomes from the construction, operation, availability,
and use of the preferred routes in an expanded preferred network in terms of:

= Safety benefits " Equity

= Rail accessibility " Jobs and earnings

Estimate the potential benefits of constructing selected passenger service-
required projects and operating the preferred routes

( U.S. Department of Transportation EgﬁG-DISTANCE
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Public Benefits Analysis Methodology

Potential

Inputs Analysis Public Benefits

Nelt=1Y%
Rail Accessibility
Equity

Conceptual Service Schedules
Network Analysis

Selected Passenger Service-Required
Project Cosfs Jobs and Earnings
O&M Costs

Jobs and earnings from the construction of preferred routes does not include other
potential capital projects not identified by this study, including track capacity and
operational improvement projects.

FRA
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@

Equity

= Identity the potential change in access to long-distance passenger rail service

Analyze the additional
population within the

catchment areas of a
preferred route

30-mile radius where the
station 1s in a Metropolitan
Statistical Area (MSA), 50-mile
radius where the station is in a
non-MSA area.

U.S. Department of Transportation

Federal Railroad Administration

Results: Additional people that

could have access by preferred route

* Population served
* Rural population

* Rural population in areas of persistent poverty

* Rural population in transportation disadvantaged communities
* Rural population in health disadvantaged communities

* Population on tribal lands
N A

Transportation Disadvantaged: U.S. DOT Justice40 Initiative: ACS Data (2015-2019 5-year estimates, 2010
Census Tract Shapefiles). Health Disadvantaged: U.S. DOT Justice40 Initiative: ACS Data (2015-2019 5-year
estimates, 2010 Census Tract Shapefiles). Areas of Persistent Poverty: Census tracts with a poverty rate of at
least 20 percent as measured by the 2014-2018 5-year data series available from the American Community
Survey of the Bureau of the Census. Tribal Lands: American Indian and Alaska Native Land, American Indian
Tribal Subdivisions, Bureau of Indian Affairs Regional Boundaries, Oklahoma Tribal Statistical Areas.

FRA
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65 SERVICE STUDY




Rail Accessibility

= Identity the potential change in access to institutions from the long-distance
passenger rail service

Analyze the additional
institutions or services

Results: Potential number of
additional institutions accessible by

within the catchment preferred route

areas of a preferred , )
route * Medical centers
. . * Higher education institutions
30-mile radius where the ) ) ) .
station is in a Metropolitan * Historically black colleges and universities
Statistical Area (MSA), 50-mile ° Mﬂitaty installations
radius where the station s in a *National Park Service (NPS) lands
non-MSA area.
" -

Medical centers include Level I/Level II Trauma, Cancer centers, Veteran centers. Higher education institutions
public and private not-for-profit higher education institutions. Military installations include all Department of
Defense sites, including installations, ranges, training areas, bases, forts, camps, armories. NPS lands include
national parks, recreation areas, and preserves.

( U.S. Department of Transportation FRA
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Jobs and Earnings

= Identity the potential number of jobs and amount of earnings from
constructing and operating each preferred route.

Results: Potential number of
additional jobs and earnings by

Analyze the selected
passenger service-

required capital preferred route

project costs and
O&M costs of each
preferred route

—
* Potential jobs supported by long-distance passenger rail

construction

* Potential earnings supported by long-distance passenger rail
construction

* Potential annual jobs supported by operations
* Potential annual earnings supported by operations

N— -

RIMS II multipliers from the U.S. Bureau of Economic Analysis to estimate jobs and earnings (2023)
Includes direct, indirect, and induced impacts.
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Safety

= Identify the potential number of crashes avoided by shifting passengers from
auto and bus to rail.

Analyze the NextGen Results: Potential change in Vehicle
travel demand data for Miles Traveled (VMT) and crashes
each preferred route avoided
N
* Potential change in auto and bus travel to rail (annual VMT)
_ * Potential change in the number of fatal, non-fatal, and property
2022 Next-Generation .
(NextGen) National damage crashes avoided annually

Household Travel Survey
(NHTS) National Passenger

Origin-Destination Data. ~—— —

Bureau of Transportation Statistics data on the crash rate per 100,000,000 miles for highway and the crash rate
for passenger rail (2023)
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PREFERRED

ROUTE
ANALYSIS
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Inclusion of Cardinal and Sunset Limited

= This study is required to
evaluate the restoration of daily

passenger rail service along any C a rd INA | C h ICQO g O-
long-distance routes that occur N ew Y OI’|<

on a nondaily basis.

= The restoration of
daily Cardinal and Sunset
Limited passenger rail service is
assumed when identifying the
proposed network of preferred
routes.

= Diaily Cardinal and Daily Sunset
Limited passenger rail service
wetre selected into the Corridor
ID Program in 2023 for
advancing project planning
activities, not implementation.

Sunset Limited: Los
Angeles-New Orleans

FRA
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O&M Cost Estimates and Equipment Requirements

(] (]
D q I Iy Cq rd I n q I O&M costs 2025 dollars, $78-110
o A A (annual) in millions
Increasing Frequency to Daily Service Equipment botential number of , —_
Requirements additional trainsets
North Dakota Minnesota O&M cost estimate ranges are not incremental. Costs
and equipment requirements are subject to further \ermont
() development and refinement by Amtrak as part of the New
Fargo Corridor ID Program efforts. Hampshire
Minneapolis/
St Pgul Massachusetts
P Michigan 75 «@®boston
'efe L § New York
®auffalo —Rhode Island
: R %——New Haven
Sioux Falls : & : ew Have
Milwaukee ® ® Detroit Connecticut
. Pennsylvania : L
(Corridor ID Program effort to include\ Chlcago‘, @ Cleveland \ New York Clty
potential passenger rail route ) . .
Nebraska infrastructure improvements to Ohio ® Pittsburah ‘_Phlladelphla
. - : [ttsourg
increase train speeds and reduce | Indiana ——New Jersey
travel times between Indianapolis L ) : . —Delaware
: afayette ®@ Indianapolis
\_ and Dyer, Indiana. ) y \ ‘ P ®Columbus West =@ —Washington DC
L lllinois l\ Virginia \ ——NMaryland
City N ‘:Cmcmnatl ol
Kansas Selected info the Corridor ID Program in AShIand Lynchburg—O. @= Petersburg
Legand Navidan 2023 for advancing project planning Louisville o \firgin
Baseline Network activities, not implementation. Roanoke Irginia
Long-Distance, Northeast : : Ke ntu C ky
el gﬁz}g'cf;’pp"”e‘i Further analysis and funding after
Prefeifid Roiitis completion of this study would be
Preferred Routes necessary to advance daily Cardinal T Charlotte North
Existing Route service through project development @, 'cnnessee o, Carolina
@ Cardinal Route activities, including fleet procurement.
a» Chattanooga

71



Chicago

Daily Sunset Limited o o

ra' A VUL =UinNT wily Nebraska .Des Moines
{ | 7L Omaha Indiana
Increasmg Frequency to Daily Service Cheyenne °
coe= Nevada Lafayette®” |ngianapo
® Merced O&M Cost Estimates and Equipment Requirements ®
1\ S ° O&M costs 2025 dollars, 31074122 llinois v
N\ (annuail) in millions ) St Loui
California Colorado Equipment Potential number of 4 OUISQ. ®
Requirements additional trainsets Lot
@ Bakersfield () . O&M cost estimate ranges are not incremental. Costs
Barstow Las Vegas Trinidad © and equipment requirements are subject to further K
development and refinement by Amtrak as part of the  |lissouri
Flagstaff Corridor ID Program efforts. | Tenn
d . Tulsa Nashville =@, """
- (]
Los Angeles Albuquerque Oklahoma
@ Oklahoma g . ‘
Phoenix ) City Little Rock ~ ®Memphis
. @ " Amarillo e Mississippi
rizona L
Yuma \ New Mexico Arkansas Blrmmgham.‘
Tucson® Dallas/ .
Corridor ID Program effort to Fort Worth—g Marshall Jacksorl Meridian Yo
. ; . « () ()
include potential restoration El Paso c o Mo
of passenger rail service to _ Alab
Phoenix, Arizona. Mobile A
Vo Y
Selected into the Corridor ID Program in Louisiana Pensacc
2023 for advancing project planning ~
Legend activities, not implementation. .’H: ) New Orleans
Baseline Network . X San Antonlo ouston
Long-Distance, Northeast Further analysis and funding after
Corfidon Skin S/ppord; completion of this study would be
St R ; necessary fo advance daily Sunset
S — Limited service through project
Existing Route development activities, including fleet
@ Sunset Limited procurement.
U.S. Department of Transportation
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Proposed Network of Preferred Routes
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Dallas/Fort Worth — New York
Houston — New York
e Seattle — Denver
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e San Francisco — Dallas/Fort Worth
e Detroit — New Orleans

of funding after completion of this e °U3t°“

study would be necessary to Tampae®

advance the preferred routes
@ Denver — Minneapolis/St. Paul ihr?Ugh pI'OjeCf plannlng. and Miami
@ Seattle - Chicago project development activities jami
@ Dallas/Fort Worth - Atlanta H H i

- E1 Paso - Billngs prior to implementation.
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Proposed Network of Preferred Routes

= Chicago - Miami Northecst Reg
= Dallas/Fort Worth - Miami orrheasr kegion

" Denver - Houston * Dallas/Fort Worth - New York
= Los Angeles - Denver o Oklahoma City
* Phoenix - Minneapolis/St. Paul © g‘ : |I_OUIkS)
= Dallas/Fort Worth - New York o LolumbUs
o Pittsburgh
= Seattle - Denver o Lancaster
= San Antonio - Minneapolis/St. Paul * Houston - New York
= San Francisco - Dallas/Fort Worth o New Orleans
= D - New Ol o Montgomery
etroit - cWwW ricans o Aflanta
= Denver - Minneapolis/St. Paul o Chattanooga
= Seattle - Chicago o Roanoke
o Washington DC

= Dallas/Fort Worth - Atlanta
= El Paso - Billings

. FRA
U.S. Department of Transportation -
Qy Federal Railroad Administration 2 Lo T NCE




Proposed Network of Preferred Routes

= Chicago - Miami ) :
= Dallas/Fort Worth - Miami Midwest Region

= Denver - Houston « Chicago - Miami

Phoenix - Minneapolis/St. Paul
Dallas/Fort Worth - New York

San Antonio - Minneapolis/St. Paul
Detroit - New Orleans

Denver - Minneapolis/St. Paul

e Seattle - Chicago

= Los Angeles - Denver

= Phoenix - Minneapolis/St. Paul

= Dallas/Fort Worth - New York

= Houston - New York

= Seattle - Denver

= San Antonio - Minneapolis/St. Paul
= San Francisco - Dallas/Fort Worth
= Detroit - New Orleans

= Denver - Minneapolis/St. Paul

= Seattle - Chicago

= Dallas/Fort Worth - Atlanta

= El Paso - Billings

( U.S. Department of Transportation ESANG-DBTANCE
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Proposed Network of Preferred Routes

= Chicago - Miami Northwect Reat
= Dallas/Fort Worth - Miami orinwesr kegion

" Denver - Houston « Denver - Houston

* Los Angeles - Denver * Los Angeles - Denver

* Phoenix - Minneapolis/St. Paul  Seattle - Denver

= Dallas/Fort Worth - New York e Denver - Minneapolis/St. Paul
= Houston - New York * Seattle - Chicago

= Seattle - Denver e El Paso - Billings

= San Antonio - Minneapolis/St. Paul
= San Francisco - Dallas/Fort Worth
= Detroit - New Orleans

= Denver - Minneapolis/St. Paul

= Seattle - Chicago

= Dallas/Fort Worth - Atlanta

= El Paso - Billings

( U.S. Department of Transportation EgﬁlG-DISTANCE
@ Federal Railroad Administration 76 SERVICE STUDY




Proposed Network of Preferred Routes

= Chicago - Miami .
= Dallas/Fort Worth - Miami Southwest Region

" Denver - Houston  Denver - Houston

" Los Angeles - Denver e Los Angeles - Denver

* Phoenix - Minneapolis/St. Paul » Phoenix - Minneapolis/St. Paul

= Dallas/Fort Worth - New York e Seattle - Denver

= Houston - New York e San Francisco - Dallas/Fort Worth
s Seattle - Denver e Denver - Minneapolis/St. Paul

= San Antonio - Minneapolis/St. Paul * El Paso - Billings

= San Francisco - Dallas/Fort Worth
= Detroit - New Orleans

= Denver - Minneapolis/St. Paul

= Seattle - Chicago

= Dallas/Fort Worth - Atlanta

= El Paso - Billings

FRA
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Proposed Network of Preferred Routes

= Chicago - Miami

Central Region

= Denver - Houston e Dallas/Fort Worth - Miami

= Los Angeles - Denver e Denver - Houston

= Phoenix - Minneapolis/St. Paul * Phoenix - Minneapolis/St. Paul
= Dallas/Fort Worth - New York e Dallas/Fort Worth - New York

e Houston - New York
e San Antonio - Minneapolis/St. Paul
e San Francisco - Dallas/Fort Worth

. * Detroit - New Orleans
= San Francisco - Dallas/Fort Worth « Dallas/Fort Worth - Atlanta

= Houston - New York
= Seattle - Denver
= San Antonio - Minneapolis/St. Paul

= Detroit - New Ofrleans * El Paso - Billings
= Denver - Minneapolis/St. Paul

= Seattle - Chicago

= Dallas/Fort Worth - Atlanta

= El Paso - Billings

( U.S. Department of Transportation ng:lG-DISTANCE

Federal Railroad Administration 78 SERVICE STUDY




Proposed Network of Preferred Routes

= Chicago - Miami
= Dallas/Fort Worth - Miami

" Denver - Houston

Chicago - Miami
Dallas/Fort Worth - Miami
Houston - New York
Detroit - New Orleans
Dallas/Fort Worth - Atlanta

= Los Angeles - Denver

* Phoenix - Minneapolis/St. Paul

= Dallas/Fort Worth - New York

= Houston - New York

= Seattle - Denver

= San Antonio - Minneapolis/St. Paul
= San Francisco - Dallas/Fort Worth
= Detroit - New Orleans

= Denver - Minneapolis/St. Paul

= Seattle - Chicago

= Dallas/Fort Worth - Atlanta

= El Paso - Billings

( U.S. Department of Transportation EgﬁJG-DISTANCE
@ Federal Railroad Administration 79 SERVICE STUDY




CHICAGO - MIAMI
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@

Chicago - Miami

Conceptual Service Overview
Not an FRA proposal for service

Route Service Metrics

ILLINOIS D Chicago #

INDIANA J) Dyer ®
D  Rensselaer Existing
Lafayette ® Stations
Crawfordsville ®
@ Indianapolis ¥

Scheduled avg. of both approx. 36
run time directions hours
avg. of both .
Route length directions 1,531 miles
Chicago, IL . .
. local time late morning

departure fime
Miami, FL . late

. . local time o
arrival time evening
Miami, FL ) early

. local time

departure time afternoon
Clireago, I local time nighttime™*2
arrival time
Avergge fravel hours 1
time improvements
Route Stations
Total number count of 37
of stations stations
Stations in count of 5
small communities stations
Existing stations count of 1
adding new service stations

Average travel time improvements are for existing OD pairs
when using a new route compared to an existing route

Daytime = 5:00 a.m.-10:59 p.m. (5 a.m.-7:59 a.m. early morning; 8 a.m.-10:59 a.m. late morning; 11
a.m.-12:59 p.m. midday; 1 p.m.-3:59 p.m. eatly afternoon; 4 p.m.-5:59 p.m. late afternoon; 6 p.m.-

8:59 p.m. early evening; 9 p.m.-10:59 p.m. late evening). Nighttime = 11 p.m.-4:59 a.m.

U.S. Department of Transportation
Federal Railroad Administration

INDIANA Columbus
KENTUCKY @ Louisville
o
©
kentucky @ Bowling Green
TENNESSEE &
@ Nashville
D)
Tennessee 2 @ Chattanooga
GEORGIA )) ©&
] Pe.
@ Atlanta ¥ g:;:::‘g
Macon
D)
D)
GEORGIA J
FLORIDA @ Jacksonville ¥
Palatka
Deland ®
Winter Park ®
Orlando H
Kissimmee ®
Winter Haven & Existing
Sebring ® [ Stations

Okeechobee %
West Palm Beach ®
Delray Beach ¥
Fort Lauderdale ¥
Hollywood #

Miami & o~

o 0 00

Legend
) Some Arrivals at Night
) All Arrivals at Night

Station

C] Terminal

g Connecting Existing Amtrak
Rail Service

0 Connecting Preferred Route

Some arrivals at night
depends on direction.

All existing stations and new
stations in cities with over 50K
people are labeled.

These conceptual schedules are not
FRA proposals for service. This study
selected conceptual departure times
to maximize daytime service for
highest population market pairs on a
preferred route.

Further analysis and identification of
funding after completion of this study
would be necessary to advance the
preferred routes through project
planning and project development
activities, including detailed
schedule development.

FRA
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VUUUT anvia ~ VISCONSIN

St )
-] Michigan ot «®Boston

ChiCCI gO = Miq mii“" % HEw YOrK —Rhode Island

®Buffalo

ah

\Wvon

A opl epe ; 3 %——New Haven
A
Equity and Accessibility Sioux Falls Miwaukee®” @ Detroit b T ——Comecicu
Additional Populations Served o Chicago @ Cleveland SIS ew York City
1| . ‘ . .
I Population served In thousands 6,640 ®Des Moines , Ohio ® \‘—Phnadelphla
of people ha'g Indiana Pittsburgh —New Jersey
q 0 . : Delaware
Rural population g’ffggg;‘fgds 1,240 ) Lafayette"wdlanapohs & lumbus To—Washington DC
ansas o N o ) ——NMaryland
Rural population in in thousands 840 City Unors o, $ Cincinnat \/\ﬁ/@ﬁﬁ}a Lorton !
areas of persistent povert of people i Columbuéo‘ ®
Perst s . ¢ ! Loms.. ¢ Ashland | ynchburg e ®= Petersburg
Rural population that is in thousands /i Louisville P
Hrans A 1,028 Roanoke_s> Virginia
portation disadvantaged  of people ]
i - . Bowling Greene  Kentucky
Rural populohon that is in thousands 715 Missouri
health disadvantaged of people | e "‘"o Tennessee Charlotteg Further analysis and identification of
[ ashville s : ; :
Population on tibal lands in thousands 97 Jsa. ~ 2 funding after completion of this study
of people o2 Chattanooga would be necessary to advance the

Additional Institutions Served Little Rock ® Memphis preferred routes through project

el et \ lanning and project development
. count of ® Mississippi Atlanta p g elge] P
Medical centers 9 ’ PP @ activities, including detailed

centers e -
Arkansas Birminghamg,
Higher education count of 79 L) 'oMacon schedule development.
institutions insfitutions Marshall Meridian o Georgia ® Savannah
Historically black colleges count of 10 ® Jackson. ® Montgomery .
and universities institutions Mobile £ /' Alabama
- Jacksonville
Military installations DRI @i 1 N, = %0
installations ® Tallahassee
o Pensacola
NPS Lands SgiL‘szannc;fo,\lersed 1 Louisiana :
() New Orleans Orlando 20
Legend " Houston
9 San Antonio e
Baseline Network p
Long-Distance, Northeast
Corridor, State-Supported, .
Baseline Projects Not an FRA Florida 223 miles
Preferred Routes proposal for I\7I>i;n : of discontinued
Preferred Routes N A
@ Preferred Route: Chicago — Miami sefvice Iong distance
© Stations in Cities with Populations over 50K: routes restored
Chicago - Miami
U.S. Department of Transportation
@ Federal Railroad Administration 82




\Wvr

| Vehicle costs

Station and maintenance
facility costs

Track class and PTC
upgrade costs

O&M costs (annual)

aho

Chicago - Miami: \
Selected Passenger Service-Required Cost Estimate Ranges ¢peii

lowa

VUL Januvid

® wISConsin ——)

Michigan & «®Boston

New York
—Rhode Island
% —New Haven

\.\_— Connecticut

®Buffalo

Pennsylvani :
Chicago | @ Cleveland (nSyivaid L ew York City
‘ . .
ﬁ\orzr;jill?ociilsom’ $650-840 e R ines Indiana Dt gittsburgh ‘;F;\lhe:!/iliilrzg;/a
Lafayette S Indianapolis '@ Heiho
2025 dollars, — ¢q 4401490 y \ -l Columbus =g \Vashington DC
in millions Kansas Illinois N7 |V /N Vest .\ —Maryland
2025 dol City %, e-Cincinnati s Lorton
oliars, . (]
in millions BPE- 250 4 StlLouis o Columbuéo“ Ashland | ynchburg g ®= Petersburg
/i Louisville ol . .
2025 doliars, ' Roanoke > Virginia
in millions $76-110 Bowling GreenegY Kentucky

&?osf estimate ranges include Professional Services. Cost Missouri | Furth vsi d identificati f
stalestimate ranges do not include other capital projects inClUdingu'ulsa Nashville;o Tennessee Charlotte.. Ll el Al e e Tl e e e ©
frack Cﬂp%ﬂml%rggugpercﬁonol improvement projectsikahoma @ A fundllr(;gbof’rer compIeT’rlon(;)f fhis Sftfy
A Oklahoma o2 Chattanooga WOU e necessary fo advance the
: v City ¥ Little Rock © Memphis preferred routes through project
enlxb Amarillo () Mississippi L Atlanta planning and project development
Arizona _ e Birminaham < activities, including detailed
New Mexico Arkansas gharle NWacon schedule development.
Tucson Dallas/ oS h
Fort Worth Marshall Meridian o Georgia edliid
=) Jackson A g
oF! Paso e ® Montgomery
Mobile /4 Alabama Sack i
" S - ¥ Jacksonville
P. | Tallahassee
Louisiana o ensacola
() New Orleans Orlando 20
Legend ® Houston
9 San Antonio e
Baseline Network p
Long-Distance, Northeast
Corridor, State-Supported,
Baseline Projects Not an FRA Florida
Preferred Routes proposal for 0. .
Preferred Routes service Miami
@ Preferred Route: Chicago — Miami
© Stations in Cities with Populations over 50K:
Chicago - Miami
U.S. Department of Transportation
@ Federal Railroad Administration 83




VUL Januvid

service

@ Preferred Route: Chicago — Miami

© Stations in Cities with Populations over 50K:
Chicago - Miami

U.S. Department of Transportation
Federal Railroad Administration

@

.' VISCONSIN Mi(;higan . """'"'". «® BOSton
Chlcago Miami: N tewor
.Buffalo —Rhode Island
- 9 New Haven
S
Safety, Jobs, and Earnings ~ SowFais Miwaukee®” o Detroit T~ Comecini
Estimated Jobs and Earnings lowa Chicagoo @ Cleveland Py tialks New York City
i Jobs supported count of jobs, 991-287 @Des Moines ™ Ohio ¢ \‘—Philadelphia
by construction in thousands ’ ’ Indiana Pittsburgh rrglNew Jersey
elaware
Earnings supported 2025 dollars, $1,513-1,967 Lafayette leanapohs S Calumbiis @=g\Vashington DC
by construction in millions ' ’ Kansas llinois > ? . West .\ V—Maryland
, City b & Cincinnat Virginia Lorto
Jobs supported ;ounf of jobs, 1.4-20 St Louis Columbuéo‘ ®
by operations (annual)  in thousands o <o 1 ﬁ\shland Lynchburg.. ®= Petersburg
. ouisville
Earning supported 2025 dollars, $72-102 ! ’ : Roanoke ™' Virginia
by operations (annual)  inmillions Bowling Green’,"‘<> Kentucky
Missouri
Rotic TrveI changestenciimpacts . "‘"o Tennessee Charlotte Further analysis and identification of
Travel shifted . vehicles miles Nashville =S % funding after completion of this study
from vehicle fo rail traveled, in millions 44 o Chattanooga would be necessary o advance the
(annual) Little Rock @ Memphis preferred routes through project
€l Total crashes avoided number of crashes 93 o Mississippi L Atlanta planning and project development
(annual) (decrease) o < activities, including detailed
Arkansas Birmingham
INCILIVICA G e . Macon schedule development.
Tucson Dallas/ oS h
Fort Worth—g Marshall Jackson Meridian %o Georgia dealliia
El Paso ® ° e Montgomery
() .
Mobile /4 Alabama .
N oJacksonville
Texas ® !
® Tallahassee
Louisiana o Pensacola
() New Orleans Orlando 20
Legend ®" Houston
g San Antonio e
Baseline Network p
Long-Distance, Northeast
Corridor, State-Supported,
Baseline Projects Not an FRA Florida
Preferred Routes Ki Ong
Preferred Routes proposa’ for Miami

84




DALLAS/FORT WORTH - MIAMI
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@

Dallas/Fort Worth - Miami

Conceptual Service Overview

Not an FRA proposal for service

Route Service Metrics

approx. 36
hours

1,507 miles

early
morning

late
afternoon™’

midday

late
evening"'

13

85

17

Scheduled avg. of both
run time directions
avg. of both
KOS lemei directions
Fort Worth, TX .
. local time

departure fime
Miami, FL .

. . local time
arrival time
Miami, FL .

. local time

departure time
Fort Worth, TX .

. . local time
arrival time
Average travel
. . hours
time improvements
Route Stations
Total number count of
of stations stations
Stations in count of
small communities stations
Existing stations count of
adding new service stations

Average travel time improvements are for existing OD pairs

when using a new route compared to an existing route

Daytime = 5:00 a.m.-10:59 p.m. (5 a.m.-7:59 a.m. early morning; 8 a.m.-10:59 a.m. late morning; 11
a.m.-12:59 p.m. midday; 1 p.m.-3:59 p.m. eatly afternoon; 4 p.m.-5:59 p.m. late afternoon; 6 p.m.-
8:59 p.m. early evening; 9 p.m.-10:59 p.m. late evening). Nighttime = 11 p.m.-4:59 a.m.

U.S. Department of Transportation

Federal Railroad Administration

Fort Worth &

TEXAS
LOUISIANA

0 0 0 0

LOUISIANA
MISSISSIPPI

MISSISSIPPI
ALABAMA

OO0 0 0 010

ALABAMA D @
FLORIDA )

® )
|
9)

o

O 0 0 o

Dallas #

Mineola & Bxiating

Stations
Longview H

Marshall &
Shreveport

Baton Rouge

New Orleans # —

Bay St. Louis ¥

Gulfport g Existing
—e .

Biloxi Stations

Pascagoula #

Mobile 8 .J

Pensacola

Tallahassee

Existing

Jacksonville ® Station

Daytona Beach

West Palm Beach ¥ @
Delray Beach 5@
Fort Lauderdale & @
Hollywood & @

Existing
Stations

Miami 5@

Legend
) Some Arrivals at Night
) All Arrivals at Night

Station

D Terminal

E Connecting Existing Amtrak
Rail Service

Q Connecting Preferred Route

Some arrivals at night
depends on direction.

All existing stations and new
stations in cities with over 50K
people are labeled.

These conceptual schedules are not
FRA proposals for service. This study
selected conceptual departure times

to maximize daytime service for

highest population market pairs on a

preferred route.

Further analysis and identification of
funding after completion of this study
would be necessary to advance the
preferred routes through project
planning and project development
activities, including detailed
schedule development.

FRA
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@

Baseline Projects

Not an FRA

Preferred Routes
Preferred Routes
@ Preferred Route: Dallas/Fort Worth — Miami

© Stations in Cities with Populations over 50K:
Dallas/Fort Worth — Miami

proposal for
service

U.S. Department of Transportation
Federal Railroad Administration

would be necessary to advance the
preferred routes through project
planning and project development
activities, including detailed
schedule development.

ndlloaos T ¢ Astldlid s nchburg ®
o y o ® Petersburg
Dallas/Fort-Worth'- MICImI Louisville 0ok Virginia
Additional Institutions Served
Equity and Acce55|b|I|ty o .
. in thousands . count of
Population served of people 4,220 Medical centers centers 10
. in thousands Higher education count of
Oklahoma TU|Sa. Rural popuiation of people 820 institutions institutions o4
Rural population in in thousands 690 Historically black colleges  count of 4
OkIahoma. areas of persistent poverty of people nd and universities institutions
City Rural population that is in thousands N . count of
Amarillo transportation disadvantaged  of people 667 an hilllieny [nstellerieons installations 45
Rural population that is in thousands count of NPS
health disadvantaged of people 529 NPS Lands units measured 0
Dallas/ M hall Population on fribal lands Z‘ffggggigds 137 ® Macon S h
arsha _ ®3avanna
Fort Worthw‘?‘° Shreveport Merldlgn ’.M t Georgla
- o“i(.)m,, ontgomery
Longview St Mobile/ /' Alabama
K— Jacksonwlle
o \\
Louisiana allahassee |
o Pensacola b, Daytona Beach
Baton Rouge "o e 4
e P Orlando «®
‘ X o Houston New Orleans %,Palm Bay
an Antonio Tampao
Legend ,
Bassing Hatwerk Further analysis and identification of Florida
t%’:ﬁd[;f‘gggs"‘fpfgﬁeﬁ funding after completion of this study Ong

618 miles
of discontinued

Miami

long-distance
routes restored
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nalioado

MAallialiu

Preferred Routes
Preferred Routes
@ Preferred Route: Dallas/Fort Worth — Miami

© Stations in Cities with Populations over 50K:
Dallas/Fort Worth — Miami

preferred routes through project
planning and project development
activities, including detailed
schedule development.

proposal for
service

U.S. Department of Transportation
Federal Railroad Administration

@

Lynchburg @
o [ JS ® Petersburg
Dallas/Fort:Worth - . Miami Louisville R v
i Selected Passenger Service-Required Cost Ranges
Selected Passenger Service-Required Cost Estimate Ranges™ . 2025 dollars,
Missoun Vehicle costs  millions $550-710
, Tennessee Station and maintenance 2025 dollars,
o Tulsa Nashville =® facility costs in milions et
dnoma ®. Chatt Track class and PTC 2025 dollars, $1,760-2,290
OkIahgTa. ' Mamphis >V Nallan! ,nqrade costs in millions ' '
: Ity Little 500k L O&M costs (annual) .2025-,,(.jouors' $72-103
Amarillo Mississippi Atlal... I ele
e o Cost estimate ranges mclude Profess:onol Services. Cost
Arkansas B|rm|ngham. estimate ranges do not include'other capital projects including
D " / ) ) lfrock capacity and operational improvement projects.
allas
Fort Worth Marshall Meridi Q . ®Savannah
ort Worth-¢ Shreveport kil - ® Georgia
=Om Montgomery
N Oy
Longview St MOb"e Alabama
Jacksonwlle
Texas
Louisiana TaIIahassee \
O il o/ Pensacola b, Daytona Beach
Baton Rouge \
o Gulfport -
oo & Houston New Orleans rlando «® W, Palm Bay
an Antonio Tampa®
Legend ,
Bassing Hatwerk Further analysis and identification of Florida
t%’:ﬁd[;f‘gggs"‘fpfgﬁeﬁ funding after completion of this study O§ _
Baseline Projects Not an FRA would be necessary to advance the Miami
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Safety, Jobs, and Earnlngs

L AN

Dallas/Fort:-Worth - MICImI

e . .
Louisvill

FRTEE - Lynchourg g

®= Petersburg

e :.,..‘- Virginia
Estimated Jobs and Earnings

Kentucky

: ; Jobs supported count of jobs, )
Missouri T o o thousands 46.7 - 60.7
Tulsa Nashville @ Tennessee Earnings supported 2025 dollars, $3,113-4,047
Oklahoma ) by construction in millions s 2
OkIahoma. .’Chatté Jobs supported count of jobs, 13-1.8
City Litle Rock ~ @Memphis I he——
. ) . arning supporte 5 dollars, }
Amarillo Mississippi @Al by operations (annual o millions $67-94
Arkansas Birmingham. Route Travel Changes and Impacts
) Travel shifted from vehicle vehicles miles 20
Dallas/ Marshall o to rail (annual) traveled, in millions
Fort Worth?)“w Shreveport Me”dlgn VYo Total crashes avoided number of crashes 49
) el Montgomery (annual) (decrease)
N O1ely Jackson
Longview MOb"e Alabama Iacksonville
O
Texas
Louisiana ) P of | TaIIahassee \
0 - o ensacola %, Daytona Beach
Baton Rouge \ Gulfoort
o, i Orlando «®
a
S X . Houston New Orleans %, Palm Bay
an Antonio Tampa®
Legend ,
Bassiine Natwors Further analysis and identification of Florida
t%’:ﬁdzf‘ggzs"‘fpfgg;aej funding after completion of this study O. _
Baseline Projects Not an FRA would be necessary to advance the Miami
Preferred Routes proposal for preferred rou’res. through project
Preferred Routes service planning and project development
@ Preferred Route: Dallas/Fort Worth — Miami activities including detailed
© Stations in Cities with Populations over 50K: !
Dallas/Fort Worth — Miami schedule development.
U.S. Department of Transportation
@ Federal Railroad Administration 89
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@

Denver - Houston

Conceptual Service Overview

Not an FRA proposal for service

Route Service Metrics

Scheduled
run time

Route length

Denver, CO
departure tfime

Houston, TX
arrival time

Houston, TX
departure time

Denver, CO
arrival time

Average fravel
fime improvements

Total number
of stations

Stations in
small communities

Existing stations
adding new service

avg. of both
directions

avg. of both
directions

local time

local time

local time

local time

hours

count of
stations

count of
stations

count of
stations

approx. 25
hours

1,088 miles
early

evening

early
evening"!

early
morning

early
morning*!

15

Route Stations

21

5

Average travel time improvements are for existing OD pairs

when using a new route compared to an existing route

Daytime = 5:00 a.m.-10:59 p.m. (5 a.m.-7:59 a.m. early morning; 8 a.m.-10:59 a.m. late morning; 11
a.m.-12:59 p.m. midday; 1 p.m.-3:59 p.m. eatly afternoon; 4 p.m.-5:59 p.m. late afternoon; 6 p.m.-
8:59 p.m. early evening; 9 p.m.-10:59 p.m. late evening). Nighttime = 11 p.m.-4:59 a.m.

U.S. Department of Transportation

Federal Railroad Administration

Denver #
©

@ Colorado Springs
© Pueblo

J @ Trinidad &

COLORADO
NEW MEXICO
NEW MEXICO
TEXAS
d
@ Amarillo
Wichita Falls

@ Fort Worth #

@ Dallas ®

Bryan

Houston &

Existing
Station

Existing
Station

Existing
Station
Existing
Station

Existing
Station

Legend
) Some Arrivals at Night
) All Arrivals at Night

Station

D Terminal

E Connecting Existing Amtrak
Rail Service

Q Connecting Preferred Route

Some arrivals at night
depends on direction.

All existing stations and new
stations in cities with over 50K
people are labeled.

These conceptual schedules are not
FRA proposals for service. This study
selected conceptual departure times
to maximize daytime service for
highest population market pairs on a
preferred route.

Further analysis and identification of
funding after completion of this study
would be necessary to advance the
preferred routes through project
planning and project development
activities, including detailed
schedule development.

FRA
LONG-DISTANCE
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Preferred Routes
@ Preferred Route: Denver - Houston

© Stations in Cities with Populations over 50K:
Denver - Houston

( U.S. Department of Transportation

Federal Railroad Administration

service

Chicago o

Denver ;,Houston OO 2./ miles | X
— of discontinued ® Des Moines ind
ECIUI"'Y and ACCGSSIbIlIfy Cheyenne long-distance 2LIClE
t t
Additional Populations Served OUIES [EBIelEe Lafayette Indianapolis
. in thousands »-Denver FYAT
Population served of people 2,520 lllinois (] ‘._
. in thousands )
Rural population of people 430 Icoiorado @@ Colorado Springs  Kansas St Louis, Columbus
Rural population in in thousands ‘ . . o ouisv
areas of persistent poverty of people 1€ =G Pueblo Nethn Further analysis and identification of
. . i ' ) funding affer completion of this study |EreSH
Rural population that is in thousands 249 | Trinidad ¢ would be necessary to advance the
transportation disadvantaged  of people N preferred routes through project
Rural pOF)U|OﬁOh that is in thousands 108 planning and project development nesse
health disadvantaged of people Tulsa activities, including detailed
Population on fribal lands in thousands 54 i€ Oklahoma () schedule development.
of people y Oklahoma g : ()
Additional Institutions Served - City Little Rock ® Memphis
Medical centers ggﬁ?;r?f 7 Amarillo e Mississippi
Higher education count of New Mexico S Arkansas Birmingham
institutions institutions 22 WIChIta FS"ﬁ_cl "
L allas
Historically black colleges count of g
. . . count of | Paso D \g ® Montg
Military installations installations 11 Mobile i
C
count of NPS
NPS Lands units measured 1 T \
exas (o) Bryan °
Legend
Baseline Network Louisiana PensaCOIa
Long-Distance, Northeast .
Corridpr, Sta@e—Supported, O( New Orleans
Baseline Projects Not an FRA . Houston
Preferred Routes proposal for San Antonlo
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lowa Chicago

Denver ;,Houston Nobraske %

Ormah ® Des Moines ,
Selected Passenger Service-Required Cost Estimate Ranges ° Indiana
A Lafayette®. Indianapolis
Utah Op-Denver Kansas -
) City lllinois (] |._
fnia Colorado @@ Colorado Springs  Kansas St Louis,, Columbus

) «O Pueblo Newton Further analysis and identification of ouIsv
ersfield ®|as Vegas . ' " funding affer completion of this study |EreSH
Barstow Trinidad g would be necessary to advance the

) preferred routes through project
Flagstaff plonnin.g.gnd‘projeg’rdevelqpmen’r nesse
Tulsa activities, including detailed

Selected Passenger Service-Required Cost Ranges Oklahoma @ schedule development.

. 2025 dollars, & Oklahoma ® : ()

Vehicle costs i millions $440-570 N City Little Rock ® Memphis

Station and maintenance 2025 dollars, $1.210-1,570 Amarillo o Mississippi

facility costs in millions ’ ’ . Arkansas Birmingham

Track class and PTC 2025 dollars, $350-450 pw Mexico Wichita Falls=2 "

upgrade costs in millions Dallas/ ‘

2025 dollars, Fort Worth—,¢ Marshall Meridian %o

O&M costs (annual)  milions $59-83 50 O 3 Jackson. ® Monte

Cost estimate ranges include Professional Services. Cost Mobile ,

estimate ranges do not include other capital projects including Alabam:

track capacity and operational improvement projects. \
Texas O Bryan
Legend P. I
Baseline Network Louisiana ensacola
Long-Distance, Northeast ()
Corridor, State-Supported, o( New Orleans
Baseline Projects Not an FRA &
Preferred Routes proposal for S z\ t . Houston
Preferred Routes service an Antonio
@ Preferred Route: Denver - Houston
© Stations in Cities with Populations over 50K:
Denver - Houston
U.S. Department of Transportation
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lowa Chicago

Denver s, Houston S | ¢

® Des Moines ,
Safety, Jobs and Earnings -.Cheyenne Omahag Indiana
Al Lafayette®. Indianapolis
Utah ‘©p-Denver Kansas .
) City lllinois l’ |._
fnia Colorado @@ Colorado Springs  Kansas St Louis,, Columbus

- «O Pueblo Newton Further analysis and identification of ouIsv
ersfield ®|as Vegas . ' " funding affer completion of this study |EreSH
Barstow Trinidad (o) would be necessary to advance the

Estimated Jobs and Earnings i) prefgrred rouTes.’rhrough project
: planning and project development  HTaees
Jobs supported count of jobs, 152-198 Tulsa activities, including detailed
by construction in thousands ' ’ Oklahoma @ schedule development.
Earnings supported 2025 dollars, _ & Oklahoma : ()
by construction in millions $1.047-1.362 > Clty ® Little Rock [ Memphls
Jobs supported count of jobs, 11-15 Amarillo o Mississippi
by operations (annual) in thousands ’ ’ Birminah
Earning supported 2025 dollars, $54.77 v Mexico Wichita Falls—2 Arkansas liaing am"
by operations (annual) in millions Dallas/ §
Route Travel Changes and Impacts Fort Worth—.¢ Marshall Meridian e
, , , . . Jackson ®
Travel shifted from vehicle  vehicles miles o5 PSO b\ ® ® Montg
to rail (annual) traveled, in millions .
. Mobile /& Alabam:
Total crashes avoided number of crashes 53 <
(annual) (decrease) T
exas (o)
Legend Bryan P. I
Baseline Network Louisiana ensacola
Long-Distance, Northeast .
Corridor, State-Supported, O NeW Or|eanS
Baseline Projects Not an FRA . H ou Stgn
Preferred Routes pl’OpOSCI' for San AntonIO
Preferred Routes service
@ Preferred Route: Denver - Houston
© Stations in Cities with Populations over 50K:
Denver - Houston
U.S. Department of Transportation
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Los Angeles - Denver

Conceptual Service Overview
Not an FRA proposal for service

Route Service Metrics

approx. 33
hours

1,423 miles

midday

late
evening™!

early
morning

early
afternoon™’

24.5

24

9

Scheduled avg. of both
run time directions
avg. of both
U g directions
Los Angeles, CA .
. local time

departure time
Denver, CO .

. . local time
arrival time
Denver, CO .

. local time

departure fime
Los Angeles, CA .

. . local time
arrival time
Average travel
. . hours
time improvements
Route Stations
Total number count of
of stations stations
Stations in count of
small communities stations
Existing stations count of
adding new service stations

Average fravel time improvements are for existing OD pairs

when using a new route compared to an existing route

Daytime = 5:00 a.m.-10:59 p.m. (5 a.m.-7:59 a.m. early morning; 8 a.m.-10:59 a.m. late morning; 11
a.m.-12:59 p.m. midday; 1 p.m.-3:59 p.m. eatly afternoon; 4 p.m.-5:59 p.m. late afternoon; 6 p.m.-
8:59 p.m. early evening; 9 p.m.-10:59 p.m. late evening). Nighttime = 11 p.m.-4:59 a.m.

U.S. Department of Transportation
Federal Railroad Administration

D Los Angeles g

Fullerton g

Riverside ®

San Bernardino g

Victorville 8
CALIFORNIA @ Barstow H

NEVADA

Las Vegas

NEVADA 2
UTAH
]

d
»)
@ Provo &
© Salt Lake City ®

©
UTAH Ogden

WYOMING

WYOMING @ Cheyenne
COLORADO .
@ Fort Collins

(]

Denver 2

*~—

-« Existing
Stations

Existing
Stations

— o Existing
Station

Legend
) Some Arrivals at Night
) All Arrivals at Night

Station

D Terminal

E Connecting Existing Amtrak
Rail Service

Q Connecting Preferred Route

Some arrivals at night
depends on direction.

All existing stations and new
stations in cities with over 50K
people are labeled.

These conceptual schedules are not
FRA proposals for service. This study
selected conceptual departure times
to maximize daytime service for
highest population market pairs on a
preferred route.

Further analysis and identification of
funding after completion of this study
would be necessary to advance the
preferred routes through project
planning and project development
activities, including detailed
schedule development.

FRA
LONG-DISTANCE
% SERVICE STUDY




Los Angeles - Denver

.Bmse

South Dakota

ldaho
Equity and Accessibility Plegre
Additional Populations Served W .
. in thousands yoming . Q
Population served v P 3,230 Sioux Falls
. in thousands
Rural population of people 120 Ogdeno
Rural population in in thousands ity A0
areas of persistent poverty of people 50 Salt L;ke Clty'o, \ 5 Nebraska
< G
Rural population that is in thousands 8 rovo—-© 7] oCh nn Oma
transportation disadvantaged  of people Fort Collins o= gyenne
Rural population that is in thousands 13 Nevada (
health disadvantaged ?f people Utah g@Denver
Population on tribal lands fogggé?gds 0 :
. California Colorado Kansas
1,217 miles
of discontinued Newtgn
long-distance @ Bakersfield
routes restored - Balstow 'O Las Vegas Trinidad ® S
=4
: Flagstaff
) | 2 Additional Institutions Served TL
O [ ] . count of na
Los Angeles AIquUE Medical centers T 3
Higher education count of 16 p
Legend institutions institutions
Baseline Network Further analysis and identification of Historically black colleges  count of 0
t‘i,’:ﬁd?,f‘;”aiié‘fp’;?:eﬁ funding after completion of this study and universities institutions
Baseline Projects ‘ Not an FRA would be necessary to advance the Military installations .COUI’\T Qf 8
Preferred Routes proposal for preferred routes through project installations
Preferred Routes : lanning and project development t of NPS
@ Preferred Route: Los Angeles — Denver service P Qcﬁgiﬁes irF]DclLJJding de’roiIZd NPS Lands Sgil’-rjsnm%osured 3
© Stations in Cities with Populations over 50K: ‘ b
xshraniaesDenver schedule development. ° E| Paso
U.S. Department of Transportation
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Los Angeles - Denver

.Bmse

South Dakota

ldaho
Selected Passenger Service-Required Cost Estimate Ranges Plegre
Selected Passenger Service-Required Cost Ranges ,

. 2025 dollars, Wyommg S F ”"
Vehicle costs i millions $550-710 IOUX ralls
Station and maintenance 2025 dollars,
facility costs in millions $1.140-1,480 Ogdeno
Track class and PTC 2025 dollars, $550-720 Salt Lake Clty,o\‘ Nebraska
upgrade costs in millions Provo _e,é ~ o

| 2025 dollars, 8.0 Fort Coll LF Cheyenne Oma
O&M costs (annual) - milions $68-97 Nevada ort Co msi;-
Cost estimate ranges include Professional Services. Cost j
estimate ranges do not include other capital projects including Utah ,&Denver
frack capacity and operational improvement projects.
California Colorado Kansas
Newton
i [ )
o Bakersfield O Voaas - )
e Flagstaff T
] ® L
(&) & Oklahoma
Los Angeles Albuquerque
® Oklahoma
| City
Legend A ”
Baseline Network Further analysis and identification of marilio
Long-Distance, Northeast funding after completion of this study :
e P o Not an FRA would be necessary to advance the New Mexico
Preferred Routes proposal for preferred rou’res. through project Dallas/
Preferred Routes service planning and project development
W Frotored Rovis: LasAngeles = Danver activities, including detailed Fort Worth—b
© Stations in Cities with Populations over 50K:
xshraniaesDenver schedule development. ° E| Paso
U.S. Department of Transportation
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.Bmse

Los Angeles - Denver daho South Dakota

Safety, Jobs, and Earnings Plegre
Estimated Jobs and Earnings W :
Jobs supported count of jobs, 539 -311 ALY Sioux Fa”g'
by construction in thousands : :
Earnings supported 2025 dollars,
by construction in millions $1.616-2,101 Ogdeno‘
Jobs supported count of jobs, 19-17 Salt Lake CItY,g | Nebraska
by operations (annual) in thousands Provo-0%= —O Oma
Earning supported 2025 dollars, $63-89 Fort Collins o'L Cheyenne
by operations (annual) in millions Nevada & g (
Route Travel Changes and Impacts O‘D
enver
Travel shifted from vehicle  vehicles miles 35 Utah ot
fo rail (annual) traveled, in millions
Total crashes avoided number of crashes 74 Colorado Kansas
(annual) (decrease) Newt
ewion
i [ )
o Bakersfield O as Veqas ) A
. ive Flagstaff
(J
O Oklahoma
Los Angeles v Albuquerque
® Oklahoma
L d ‘ ? C|ty
egen .
Baseline Network Further analysis and identification of Amarillo
Logg eios, Homeet funding after completion of this study :
i E:z}:c?:Pp°“ed' Not an FRA would be necessary to advance the New Mexico
Preferred Routes proposal for preferred routes through project Dallas/
Preferred Routes service planning and project development
@ Preferred Route: Los Angeles - Denver activities including detailed FOI't WOI"[h
© Stations in Cities with Populations over 50K: schedtjle developmen’r —b
Los Angeles - Denver 0 . El Paso
U.S. Department of Transportation
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Phoenix - Minneapolis/St.

Conceptual Service Overview
Not an FRA proposal for service

Route Service Metrics

Scheduled avg. of both approx. 47
run time directions hours
avg. of both .
Route length directions 2,135 miles
Phoenix, AZ . early
. local time
departure fime afternoon
St. Paul, MN . early
. . local fime 42
arrival fime afternoon
St. Paul, MN . early
. local time .
departure time morning
FSIEFL, AL local time nighttime™*2
arrival time
Avergge el hours 19.5
time improvements
Route Stations
Total number count of 32
of stations stations
Stations in count of 14
small communities stations
Existing stations count of 9
adding new service stations

Average travel time improvements are for existing OD pairs
when using a new route compared to an existing route

g Phoenix

D e

Paul 5

Flagstaff
ARIZONA Winslow #
NEW MEXICO Gallup g
D e
NEW MEXICO
TEXAS
@ Amarillo
TEXAS
OKLAHOMA
OKLAHOMA J)
KANSAS J)) — Wichita

D  Newton H
D  Topeka g
KANSAS Lawrence %
MISSOURI g Kansas City #

KANSAS )
NEBRASKA )
»)
D  Omaha &
NEBRASKA 2
IOWA Sioux City
SOUTH DAKOTA @ Sioux Falls

MINNESOTA )

@
°
Daytime = 5:00 a.m.-10:59 p.m. (5 a.m.-7:59 a.m. early morning; 8 a.m.-10:59 a.m. late morning; 11
a.m.-12:59 p.m. midday; 1 p.m.-3:59 p.m. eatly afternoon; 4 p.m.-5:59 p.m. late afternoon; 6 p.m.- ©

8:59 p.m. early evening; 9 p.m.-10:59 p.m. late evening). Nighttime = 11 p.m.-4:59 a.m.

U.S. Department of Transportation
Federal Railroad Administration

@ Minneapolis

St. Paul ¥

Legend

Existing ) Some Arrivals at Night

00N ) All Arrivals at Night

Station

D Terminal

E Connecting Existing Amtrak
Rail Service

Q Connecting Preferred Route

Some arrivals at night
depends on direction.

All existing stations and new
stations in cities with over 50K
people are labeled.

Existing
Stations
These conceptual schedules are not
FRA proposals for service. This study
selected conceptual departure times
to maximize daytime service for
highest population market pairs on a

Existing preferred route.
—

Station

Further analysis and identification of
funding after completion of this study
would be necessary to advance the
preferred routes through project
planning and project development
activities, including detailed
schedule development.

FRA
LONG-DISTANCE
SERVICE STUDY
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@

° ° N 5 ° o, North Dakota Minnesota
Phoenix - Minneapolis/ St.:.Paul !
o Oreaon e iy i Fargo
Equity and Accessibility Minneapolis/
Additional Populations Served South Dakota _,_/——-éSt' Fei Wisconsin o
. in thousands ; [ Michigan
Population served 57 pemsle 4,930 Ple.rre
. in thousands Wyoming . 'ro
Rural population in in thousands O Sioux Cit :
areas of persistent poverty of people 130 lowa J Chlcago.‘ o Cl
Rural population that is in thousands 190 -0 Nebraska ®Des Moines | Ohio
{ fransportation disadvantaged  of people Cheyenne Omaha® ) Indiana
1 Rural population that is in thousands Lafayette®, Indianapolis ST
; 114 Kansas ® olum
health disadvantaged of people ® Denver City inTie M . S
- @-Cincinnati
. . thousands
lat tribal | n 29 Lawrence ®
Population on tribal lands 57 peosle e Kansas Topekao\°. ) St Louis g Columbus Ashland
. Newton > 4 Louisville
726 miles &1 o5 Vegas Tridads ) Kentucky
ongcistanee. Wichit Missour
rou’rges restored Flagstaff Tl Nashville a®x rennessee Ch,
O
L] Albuquerque Oklahoma o “
O . Oklahoma g _ o> Chattanooge
. ,‘ - City il D oo Viemon
\ o‘Ir='hoen|x Amarillo Additional Institutions Served
eYuma Arizona . count of
New Mexico Medical centers centers 14 y
a
e fucson Dallas/ Higher education count of 55
Legend Fort Woﬁha. institutions institutions G
Baseline Network Further analysis and identification of Historically t'>l'ock colleges ‘cogn’r'of 0
Long-Distance, Northeast funding after completion of this study and universities institutions
Baseline Projects proree. Not an FRA would be necessary to advance the Texas Military installations count of 19
Preferred Routes proposal for preferred routes through project ry installations see
Preferred Routes service planning and project development count of NPS
. gtrergrreq Rg-:-te: P::e;ix—”:ﬂinneapol;f:t. Paul activities, including detailed NPS Lands units measured 1
lons In Cities wi opulations over .
Phoenix - Minneapolis/St, Paul schedule development. Sanmntonig 1OUSTOn
T
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North Dakota Minnesota

Phoenix - Mlnneapolls/ S’r.BPauI

Fargo.
Selected Passenger Selvice-Required Cast Estimate Ranges Minneapolis/
Selected Passenger Service-Required Cost anges South Dakota _,./——-éSt' 7 Wisconsin i
Vehicle costs 2025 dollars, 48561 100 Pierre | o
in millions ! ® /
i i Wyomin "‘
Station and maintenance 2025 dollars, yoming : ]
facility costs in millions $1.560-2.020 SIOUXEa Milwaukee" @ Defroit
Track class and PTC 2025 dollars, ¢ 010 570 O Sioux City Chicago oCl
upgrade costs in millions ' ' Nebraska . ®Des Moines N Ohi
G Indiana ©
4 O&M costs (annual) ﬁ\oﬁfj’fﬂ?rs’ $95-135 Cheyenne Omaha® o’ .‘ .
A Lafayette™, Indianapolis .—~®x, .
Cost estimate ranges'include Professional Services. Cost ® Denver Kaqsas o ® o
Tesﬁrrlzcrfe ronges dg not inc;l.udequher capital Tprojgcfsf including . City llinois v @-Cincinnati
rack capacity and operational improvement projects. awrence o
Calliornia Colorado Kansas Topekao\° (l)‘ St Louis.. Columbus . Ashland
Newton Y 4 Louisville
PO Bakersfield ® | as \legas Trinidad g e Kentucky
Barstow \?Vi chita Missouri
. Flagstaff Nashville a®x rennessee Ch
= L] Albuquerque Oklahoma o
Los Angeles o 4 Oklahoma g _ e= Chattanooge
Ph _ ,‘ e C|ty Little Rock ®Memphis
\oh 0enix Amarillo ® Mississippi
eYuma Arizona Al
New Mexico Arkansas Birmingham.‘
elucson Dallas/ o Max
Fort Worth—g Marshall Meridian Yo G
Legend . ' — 3 Jackson. ® Montgomery
Baseline Network Further analysis and identfificatfion of Mobile
e e funding after completion of this study Alabama
Baseline Projects ’ Not an FRA would be necessary to odvonc;e the Texas > @
Preferred Routes proposal for preferred rou’res' through project B Pgnsacola Tallahassee
Preferred Routes service planning and project development Louisiana H
Prefgrreq Rolulte: Pﬁoenix—MinneapolisISt. Paul oc’rivi’ries, including detailed Y New Orleans
© Stations in Cities with Populations over 50K: ® H t
Phoenix - Minneapolis/st. Paul schedule development. San Antonio ouston
T
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Phoenix -

Mlnneapolls/ S’r.BPauI

North Dakota

Minnesota

(]
Fargo
Safety, Jobs, a nd Earnings Minneapolis/
Estimated Jobs and Earnings South Dakota _,./——-éSt' i Wisconsin o
Jobs supported count of jobs, 38.5 - 50.1 Pierre | Michigan
by constfruction in thousands : : ® .
; Wyomin o
Earnings supported 2025 dollars, yoming ; (¢
by construction in millions $2,600-3,380 ool Milwaukee" @ Defroit
Jobs supported count of jobs, 17-94 O Sioux City Chicagog oCl
by operations (annual) in thousands ’ ’ lowa , 2 3
. -0 pas e ®Des Moines | Ohio
) Earning su_ppor’red 2025 c}ollors, $87-123 Cheyenne Omaha®. ), Indiana
J by operations (annual) in millions Lafayette. Indianapolis .Columb
Route Travel Changes and Impacts ® Denver K%r!tsas llinois .‘ o
Travel shifted from vehicle  vehicles miles 31 Lawrench i/ *C'“C'””gt'
to rail (annual) traveled, in millions Colorado Kansas Topekao\° 3 St Louis g Columbus Ashland
Total crashes avoided number of crashes 7 Newton Louisville
annual (decrease) .
( | Barstow N Trinidad g ; Kentucky
Flagstaff : h,
& o G Nashville a®y, enessee ¢
L] Albuquerque Gl
Los Angeles o 4 Oklahoma ¢ _ e= Chattanooge
Phoenix r P City Little Rock ~ ®Memphis
vuma oL . Amarillo L Mississippi Atlanta
® Arizona i L
New Mexico Arkansas Birmingham'q
D o Ma
elucson Dallas/
Fort Worth Marshall Meridian Yo G
Legend =9 ] Jackson. o Montgomery
Baseline Network Further analysis and identfificatfion of Mobile
E%nggf‘ggﬁgs“‘u%mﬂ funding after completion of this study Alabama
Baseline Projects ’ Not an FRA would be necessary to odvonc;e the Texas > @
Preferred Routes proposal for preferred routes through project B Pgnsacola Tallahassee
Preferred Routes service planning and project development Louisiana
Preferred Route: Phoenix - Minneapolis/St. Paul activities including detailed ° New Orleans
© Stations in Cities with Populations over 50K: !
Phoenix - Minneapolis/St. Paul schedule development. or Houston
San Antonio

U.S. Department of Transportation
Federal Railroad Administration
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DALLAS/FORT WORTH -
NEW YORK
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Dallas/Fort Worth - New York

Conceptual Service Overview
Not an FRA proposal for service

Route Service Metrics

Scheduled avg. of both approx. 44
run time directions hours
avg. of both .

Route length directions 1,907 miles
Delles, X . local time midday
departure tfime
New York, NY . late

. . local time . 4o
arrival time morning
New York, NY . late

. local time

departure tfime afternoon
Delles, X local time midday*?
arrival time
Avergge fravel hours v
time improvements
Route Stations
Total number count of 33
of stations stations
Stations in count of 3
small communities stations
Existing stations count of 17
adding new service stations

Average fravel time improvements are for existing OD pairs

when using a new route compared to an existing route

Daytime = 5:00 a.m.-10:59 p.m. (5 a.m.-7:59 a.m. early morning; 8 a.m.-10:59 a.m. late morning; 11
a.m.-12:59 p.m. midday; 1 p.m.-3:59 p.m. eatly afternoon; 4 p.m.-5:59 p.m. late afternoon; 6 p.m.-
8:59 p.m. early evening; 9 p.m.-10:59 p.m. late evening). Nighttime = 11 p.m.-4:59 a.m.

U.S. Department of Transportation

Federal Railroad Administration

Dallas ¥

TEXAS °
OKLAHOMA

)

OKLAHOMA 2 @
MISSOURI )

J
»)
9)
9)
MISSOURI

ILLINOIS

INDIANA

INDIANA
OHIO

o 0 0 o

9)

oHio 2
PENNSYLVANIA )

D)

PENNSYLVANIA @
NEWJERSEY @

Fort Worth H
Ardmore ®
Oklahoma City g

Tulsa

Springfield

St. Louis ®

Effingham &
Terre Haute

Indianapolis &
Connersville &
Cincinnati #
Dayton
Springfield
Columbus

Pittsburgh &
Altoona ¥
Harrisburg &
Lancaster &
Philadelphia ¥
Trenton
Newark #

°
NEW YORK New York ®

Existing
Stations
Legend

) Some Arrivals at Night
) All Arrivals at Night

Station

D Terminal

E Connecting Existing Amtrak
Rail Service

___, Existing Q Connecting Preferred Route
Station

Some arrivals at night
depends on direction.

All existing stations and new
stations in cities with over 50K

people are labeled.

. Existing
Station

Existing
Stations
These conceptual schedules are not

FRA proposals for service. This study
selected conceptual departure times

o Existing
Stations

to maximize daytime service for
highest population market pairs on a
preferred route.

Further analysis and identification of
funding after completion of this study
would be necessary to advance the
preferred routes through project
planning and project development
activities, including detailed
schedule development.

FRA
LONG-DISTANCE
SERVICE STUDY




Rillings

Dallas/Fort Worth - N&é

w York

New
Hampshire

polis/ Massachusetts
St. Paul /
Equity and Accessibility o ) Wisconsin Albany_
o : Michigan & «®Boston
Additional Populations Served New York
. in thousands % e —Rhode Island
Population served v P 5,820 Buffalo New H
‘ , ) ‘ g— ew Haven
® 7
KUl [peipu Erien fogggéfgds 990 M o Pennsylvania .\_ Connedticit
on , lowa Chicago ® Cleveland New York City
Rural population in in thousands 280 % \
areas of persistent poverty of people ®Des Moines o Ohio S ‘-—Fl’\jhllaJdelphla
Rural population that is in thousands 430 ® 5 fitiata . Pittsburgh Delasvv;reersey
transportation disadvantaged  of people Lafayette @ Indianapolis et imbus =& —\Vashington DC
Rural population that is in thousands 378 Kansas llinois_Terre Haute<> = g o . West .\ Maryland
health disadvantaged of people City G=Cincinnati \/jrginia Lo
: . in thousands i Columbuis Ashlz%d
Population on tribal lands ", 1,025 St Lows.o 1 " Lynchburg.. Further analysis and identification of
S ouisville Roanoke " v funding after completion of this study
524 miles ) Springfield Kentucky would be necessary to odvcmc;e the
) . Missouri preferred routes through project
Olf d|sc§r1rT|nued T e Charlotte planning and project development
ong elienes Tulsa Nashville «® (N activities, including detailed
routes restored Oklahoma Og schedule development.
Oklahoma- _ o= Chattanooga
City Litie Rock ~ ®Memphis
Amarillo o Mississippi M.\t Additional Institutions Served
New Mexico L Sty Medical centers count of 13
Dallas/ ) centers
Fort Worth-o.¢ Marshall Meridian <o Higher education count of 104
Legend | Paen A ° O mes® Montgomery | Insfitutions U5 LLUUSITS
Baseline Network Mobile Alobama Historically black colleges  count of 3
Long-Distance, Northeast and universities institutions
Corridor, State-Supported, \ ° tof
Baseline Projects Not an FRA o . . count o
Preferred Routes proposal for ol Pe.nsacola Tallahg Military installations inie el Tarms 12
Preferred Routes service ouisiana ® count of NPS
Preferred Route: Dallas/Fort Worth — New York () New Orleans NPS Lands units measured 0
© Stations in Cities with Populations over 50K: o HOUStOﬂ
Dallas/Fort Worth — New York .
San Antonio Tampae
U.S. Department of Transportation
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Rillings

Dallas/Fort Worth - N&é

New
Hampshire

w York

U.S. Department of Transportation
Federal Railroad Administration

&

polis/
Massachusetts
Selected Passenger Service-Required Cosf Estimate Rcmges Albany Vo
iviichigan
Selected Passenger Service-Required Cost Ranges nigar A Moy k'
ew Yor
. e i
Vehicle costs 2075 € el $740-960 Buffalo Rhode sland
in millions ) ‘_New Haven
Station and maintenance 2025 dollars, $1,120-1,450 Milwaukee ® ® Detroit Pertshania o\_ Connecticut
facility costs in millions ! ! lowa Chicag(). ® Cleveland y \ New York Clty
3
LSS SCIECIHAIS 2025 dollars, ¢ 710.3,520 ®Des Moines | Ohio o o Fhiladeinla
upgrade costs in millions Indiana Pittsburgh New Jersey
2025 dollars, Lafayette ®® |ndi _— Delaware
O&M costs (annudl) 2025 dollars $98-138 Yo \ndanapolis 2= olumbus ¢’ \Vashington DC
Kansas llinois Terre Haute == . West ‘\ Maryland
Cost.estimate ranges include Professional Services. Cost City O G=Cincinnati \/ginia Lorton
estimate ranges do not include other capital prolecfs including ‘ . Columbus Ashi o
frack capacity and operational improvement prolecfs St LOU|SQ° shland Lynchburg.. St amallss ene ieericeticn o
Newtgn Louisville STl funding after completion of this study
Trinidad g ) Springfield Kentucky would be necessary to odvcmc;e the
Missouri preff—:‘rred rou’res' through project
. Charlotte plonnln.g'gnd.prOJec':’r develqpmen’r
Tulsa Nashville =® Ietnessce (S activities, including detailed
Albuquerque Oklahoma ~_O¢ schedule development.
° Oklahoma~ _ o= Chattanooga
v City Litle Rock ® Memphis
Amarillo Mississippi
' pp. oAtlanta South
New Mexico Arkansas Blrmlngham. Carolina
\ )
Dallas/ 'acon @ Savannah
Fort Worth—¢ Marshall TSaksor Meridian %o Georgia
en L () @
Legend F|DPaen e ® Montgomery
BaseliEan:tD‘:s:;:ce Northeast MObIIe Alabama 4
Corridor, StatelSupported, US ® ‘.JaCkSOHVl”e
Baseline Projects Not an FRA
[ )
Preferred Routes proposal for T Pensacola Tallahassee
Preferred Routes . <
: service ()
Preferred Route: Dallas/Fort Worth - New York ® NGW Orleans
© Stations in Cities with Populations over 50K: °® Houston Orlando a®
Dallas/Fort Worth — New York .
San Antonio Tampae
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Rillj New
Dallas/Fort Worth - Néw York
f 1_ b d E S”t PESIIIS/ Ab Massachusetts
Safety, Jobs, and Earnings-: 3 Wisconsin any
Y, , g @ el Michigan 0 e
Estimated Jobs and Earnings . New York
Jobs supported count of jobs, 563-73.1 .Buffalo —Rhode Island
by construction in thousands ’ ’ ' & : ‘—New Haven
. Milwaukee ® @ Detroit _ — Connecticut
Earnings supported 2025 dollars, $3,769-4,900 : Pennsylvania .\—New York City
by construction in millions ’ ‘ lowa Chlcago. ® Cleveland
Jobs supported count of jobs, 17-25 &Dc: Moines N Ohio 4 \‘-—Phlladelphla
by operations (annual)  in thousands : : hae Indiana Pittsburgh - |NeW Jersey
. e .« . elaware
Earning supported | gorzr;jilﬁoc:llsc:rs, $90-127 Lafayette .mi;anapohs oCqumbus ¢’ Washington DC
by operafions (annual) _ in Kansas linois Terre Haute =59 . West .\ Maryland
City O o=Cincinnati virgia Lorton
- Columbus o
fobiEt0 s StLolliges Al Lynchburg.. Further analysis and identification of
Newtgn Louisville Roanoke 87 v fundilglgbof’rer comple;rion(;)f this s’r;ﬁjy
- ® Forsli Kentuck would be necessary to advance the
ringfiel y -
Trinidad g Springfield ecoui preferred routes through project
planning and project development
o Tulsa’ Nashville «® Ietinesse0 Charlotte.‘ activities, including detailed
Albuquerque ahoma <O schedule development.
| q. Oklahoma~ _ o= Chattanooga
v City Little Rock ®Memphis
Amarillo o Mississippi oAtlanta South
New Mexico Arkansas Birmingham'g, Carolina
Dallas/ A & Macon
\ h _ ®Savannah
Fort Worth—¢ Marshall Jacksor Meridian Yo Georgia Savanna
Legend [l Paen e J ° o Montgomery
g s—— WVJIELENPIENE Route Travel Changes and Impacts
Long-Distance, Northeast .
Corridor, State-Supported, \ Travel shifted veleles rriles
Baselne Projects Not an FRA ® from vehicle to rail e 70
Preferred Routes proposal for Totsia Pensacola (annual) fraveled, in millions
Preferred Routes service ® -
Preferred Route: Dallas/Fort Worth - New York () New Orleans Total crashes avoided number of crashes 149
™ Houston fonnual (gecrease)
San Antonio Tampae
U.S. Department of Transportation
Federal Railroad Administration 109
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Houston - New York

Conceptual Service Overview
Not an FRA proposal for service

Route Service Metrics

Houston &

TEXAS J) Beaumont
LOUISIANA ) Lake Charles g
J  Lafayette®
d New |beria g
d Schrieverg

o Existing

. Existing

Scheduled avg. of both approx. 43
run time directions hours
avg. of both .
Route length directions 1,841 miles
Houston, TX . early
. local time -
departure time evening
New York, NY : late
. . local time +2
arrival fime afternoon
New York, NY . early
. local time
departure time afternoon
Houston, TX : early
. . local time .
arrival time morning
Avergge travel hours 13
fime improvements
Route Stations
Total number count of
. . 42
of stations stations
Stafions in count of 5
small communities stations
Existing stations count of 2%
adding new service stations

Average travel time improvements are for existing OD pairs
when using a new route compared to an existing route

Daytime = 5:00 a.m.-10:59 p.m. (5 a.m.-7:59 a.m. early morning; 8 a.m.-10:59 a.m. late morning; 11
a.m.-12:59 p.m. midday; 1 p.m.-3:59 p.m. eatly afternoon; 4 p.m.-5:59 p.m. late afternoon; 6 p.m.-
8:59 p.m. early evening; 9 p.m.-10:59 p.m. late evening). Nighttime = 11 p.m.-4:59 a.m.

U.S. Department of Transportation
Federal Railroad Administration

LouisiaNA @ New Orleans ®
MISSISSIPPI @ Bay St. Louis ®
@ Gulfport #
@ Biloxi g
MissISSIPPI @ Pascagoula @
ALABAMA @ Mobile g
°
©
©
@ Montgomery
ALABAMA Auburn
GEORGIA
© Atlantag
°
GEORGIA ©
TENNESSEE @ Chattanooga
D)
D) Knoxville
D
TENNESSEE D Johnson City
VIRGINIA )
Jd
D)) Roanoke &
Lynchburg &
Charlottesville ®
Culpeper &
Manassas &
VIRGINIA Alexandria ®
DIST. OF COLUMBIA Washington &
MARYLAND Baltimore &
DELAWARE Wilmington &

PENNSYLVANIA @ Philadelphia &
NEW JERSEY @ TrentonH
Newark #

°
NEW YORK New York =

Legend

) Some Arrivals at Night
Stations

) All Arrivals at Night

Station

D Terminal

E Connecting Existing Amtrak
Rail Service

Q Connecting Preferred Route

Some arrivals at night
depends on direction.

All existing stations and new
stations in cities with over 50K
Station people are labeled.

These conceptual schedules are not
FRA proposals for service. This study
selected conceptual departure times
to maximize daytime service for
highest population market pairs on a
preferred route.

Further analysis and identification of
funding after completion of this study
would be necessary to advance the
preferred routes through project
planning and project development
|, Existing activities, including detailed
Stations schedule development.
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service

Houston - New York

U.S. Department of Transportation
Federal Railroad Administration

OUULN DakOld q. | NC| ERAAISASEY
® Wisconsin Michiqan «®Boston
Houst N York o )
ouston - New:a or . New York
. ° oge .Buffalo Rhode Island
Equity and Accessibility g, rais® , > : %——New Haven
- - Milwaukee ® @ Detroit T ——Connecticut
Additional Populations Served Pennsylvania O\_N York Cit
: lowa Chicago @ Cleveland E RO LIty
. in thousands %
Population served T 5,490 % \ Philadelphia
i @ Des Moines S Ohio o A e Jerspe
Rural population 'gf ggscljg > 1,230 9 Pittsburgh 2" Delaware :
o peop Lafayette @ indianapolis -85 . @ Washington DC
Rural population in in thousands K 9
areas of persistent povert of people 840 e lllinois (] |V : West ——Maryland
P poverty City @-Cincinnati  Virgini Lorton
Rural population that is in thousands . Columbus ®
transportation disadvantaged  of people 1407 StLouis g o Ashland Lynchburg°~ ®= Petershurg
Rural population that is in thousands 899 LOEIS\{IHi Roanoke ™ Virginia
health disadvantaged of people ejouhcnéon City
. . in thousands i i
Population on tribal lands Iof pegme 14 s Knoxville s Further analysis and identification of
. . . . . .
Additional Insfitufions Served bl : o O e e
ennessee
Medical centers Zgﬁ?efrgf 9 . eMemphi orChattanooga preferred routes through project
. ‘ Little 5ock ity ‘ planning and project development
H|ghe( education count of 65 Mississippi 3 o-Atlant activities, including detailed
institutions institutions fes N Vanta hedule devel t
L. Arkansas Birmingham g | % schedule aevelopment.
Historically black colleges count of 3 L) ®Macon
and universities institutions
- . . count of Marshall Jacksor Meridign W™ RAuburnl  Georgia @ Savannah
Military installations installations 27 ° ° | Montgomery
count of NPS Mobile /= Alabama _
NPS Lands onits measured 0 ~ - ‘.Jacksonwlle
ITCTAAS > -
“\ ® Tallahassee
— Louisiana " \O Pensacola
Baseline Network ‘ o
\ Gulfport
Long-Distance, Northeast P A A a ? Orlando «®
Corridpr, Sta@e—Supported, () Houston ? 9 New Orleans gnaos
Baseline Projects San Antonio Lafayette 356 miles
Preferred Routes Beaumont L Tampa ®
ake Charles X :
e W ! o Fos ong-aance,
referred Route: Houston — New Yor it
© Stations in Cities with Populations over 50K: proposal for Florida routes restored

(LS

112




service

Houston - New York

U.S. Department of Transportation
Federal Railroad Administration

&

OUULN DakOld L 4 Wisconsin ERAAISASEY
1. N Y k ® Michigan o «®Boston
Houston - New:Yor 7 Nowor
. . - .Buffalo Rhode Island
Selected Passenger Service-Required Cost F§t|rpate Ranges b o ‘G—CNGW Haven
— Vilwaukee ™ etrol : onnecticut
Selected Passenger Service-Required Cost Ranges Chi ey diand Pennsylvania O\-—New York City
@
Vehicle costs 202§IIQOllcrs, $740-960 o . Icago.ﬂ i \ Philadelphia
Iaiitein ®Des Moines - Ohio o A ew Jorse
Station and maintenance 2025 dollars, 20-1.980 5 B Pittsburgh T noiovare y
ili in millions $1.520-1. Lafayette ® |ndianapolis ( :
facility costs lanapo Columbus te—Washmgton DC
Track class and PTC 2025 dollars, ansas lllinois v W/ West ——Maryland
upgrade costs in millions $1.580-2,050 City S — "ClnClnngtl Virginia Lorton
. olumbus
St Louis Ashland
O&M costs (annuall) ﬁ\oﬁﬁlﬁj ClETS, $100-141 Yo o Lynchburg°~ ®=Petersburg
ons Louisville P e.“ Virginia
Cost estimate ranges include Professional Services. Costy Kentucky ¢
estimate rang&sdd'not include other capital projects including M , Johnson City
TS SEEPETayy @ Jo " UGN TR TET A o Knoxville Further analysis and identification of
ot Tulsa. Nashville =® O~ Charlotte e, funding after completion of this study
Albuguerque ghtig Tennessee would be necessary to advance the
.‘ Oklahoma o . eMerohi oz .Chattanooga preferred routes through project
' City Little Rock inpois planning and project development
Amarillo L Mississippi ¢ Atlanta activities, including detailed
New Mexieo Arkansas Birminghamg, N schedule development.
Dalas/ \ & Macon
o Qf . ®Savannah
Fort Worth—g Marshall Jacksor Merldlgn o XAuburnt.  Georgia
oF! Paso ® ) '/ Montgomery
MObEJ Alabama e
s M Y 0\ |1/ ’,\-& = PO acksonvilie
Legend /\ ® Tallahassee
°° Louisiana [ /X Pensacola
Baseline Network ‘ ToY = Gulfoort
Long-Distance, Northeast P a A [ ? p Orlando «®
Baseine Ponc San Antonio. Touston i TLafa?(ette New Orleans
Preferred Routes cilhaliolly Beaumont Lake Charles Tampae®
Preferred Routes Not an FRA
Preferred Route: Houston - New York
© Stations in Cities with Populations over 50K: proposal for Florida
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Houston - New York

U.S. Department of Transportation
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service

OUULN DakOld .' Wisconsin Mich NN, -9 Boston
Michigan o
Houston - New:York 7 Nowor
g .Buffalo Rhode Island
Safety, Jobs, and Earnings,r.ic® " 3 : %——New Haven
. . ilwaukee @ Detroit _ J™wg ——Connecticut
Estimated Jobs and Earnings Chi e Cleveland Pennsylvania <>\—New York City
Jobs supported count of jobs, 50.1 - 64.5 |cago.‘ Sl \ ] :
2l " fhovsands | | g e aines Indiana Elily o d_F:\Jhel\!vaj’eerls%cla
Earnings supported 2025 dollars, 3.344-4.312 S ‘ Pittsburgh I ciovare
by construction in millions $3, ’ Lafayette ® Indianapolis ® ;
i Columbus te—Washmgton DC
Jobs supported count of jobs, @as lllinois (7 ). . . West —Maryland
by operations (annual) in thousands 1.8-2.5 S O—CInCInn:ltl Virginia Lorton
. olumbus
Earning supported 2025 dollars, $92-131 St Louis ag Ashland LYNCthTQo~ ®=Petersburg
by operations (annual)  inmillions Louisville Roanoke.“ Virginia
Route Travel Changes and Impacts Kej(t)uhcrl:éon cit
Travel shiffed from vehicles miles 79 Missouri . 5 . . e
vehicle to rail (annual)  fraveled, in millions _ Knoxvnlleo Charlot Further analysis and identification of
rotal . e or of crash Nashville =® ariotic e, funding after completion of this study
(gncr‘wucczl?s €s avoiae ?C‘gg:r:ésoe)cms es 155 Tennessee Mehattanoogd would be necessary to advance the
L . O} preferred routes through project
| : City Little 5ock 0Memph|§ _ planning and project development
Amarillo Mississippi \VoLAtlanta activities, including detailed
New Mexico Arkansas Birmingham.‘ N y schedule development.
@ \Vlacon
. Dallas/ . o @ Savannah
ort Worth—g Marshall Jacksor Merldlgn Yor " XAuburn. Georgia
o Fl Paso ® ° //Montgomery
MObiﬁj’ Alabama Jacksonvil
T \ —_ PO acksonvilie
exas 22 C ®
Lszai /\ ® Tallahassee
: ’ Pensacola
B Louisiana v (o)
aseline Network o
e et PP ¢“ Gulfport
g-Distance, Northeast P Orlando =®
Corndpr, Sta@e—Supported, () Houston ? TL f<P tt New Orleans
Baseline Projects San Antonio Beaummont arayette T
Preferred Routes Lake Charles ampa e
Preferred Routes Not an FRA
Preferred Route: Houston - New York
© Stations in Cities with Populations over 50K: proposal for Florida
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Seattle - Denver
Conceptual Service Overview

Not an FRA proposal for service
Route Service Metrics

approx. 40
hours

1,647 miles

early
morning

late
evening!

late evening
midday*?

18

29

16

Scheduled avg. of both
run time directions
avg. of both
KOS lemeii directions
Seafttle, WA .
. local time

departure fime
Denver, CO .

. . local time
arrival time
Denver, CO .

. local time

departure time
Seattle, WA .

. . local time
arrival time
Average travel
. . hours
time improvements
Route Stations
Total number count of
of stations stations
Stations in count of
small communities stations
Existing stations count of
adding new service stations

Average travel time improvements are for existing OD pairs

when using a new route compared to an existing route

Daytime = 5:00 a.m.-10:59 p.m. (5 a.m.-7:59 a.m. early morning; 8 a.m.-10:59 a.m. late morning; 11
a.m.-12:59 p.m. midday; 1 p.m.-3:59 p.m. eatly afternoon; 4 p.m.-5:59 p.m. late afternoon; 6 p.m.-
8:59 p.m. early evening; 9 p.m.-10:59 p.m. late evening). Nighttime = 11 p.m.-4:59 a.m.

U.S. Department of Transportation
Federal Railroad Administration

Seattle 2 *

Tacoma ¥

Olympia-Lacey &

) Existing
—e
Centralia # Stations
Kelso-Longview &
WASHINGTON Vancouver &
OREGON Portland & o~
D))
D))
D))
OREGON
IDAHO
Boise
D))
D

IDAHO ) Pocatello
UTAH

© Ogden
© Salt Lake City ® &

@ Provo g
Helper g
UTAH Green River 2
COLORADO ) ' Grand Junction &

D ' Glenwood Springs g
D  Granby &

Fraser &

L« Existing
Stations

Denver 2 —

Legend
) Some Arrivals at Night
) All Arrivals at Night

Station

D Terminal

E Connecting Existing Amtrak
Rail Service

Q Connecting Preferred Route

Some arrivals at night
depends on direction.

All existing stations and new
stations in cities with over 50K
people are labeled.

These conceptual schedules are not
FRA proposals for service. This study
selected conceptual departure times
to maximize daytime service for
highest population market pairs on a
preferred route.

Further analysis and identification of
funding after completion of this study
would be necessary to advance the
preferred routes through project
planning and project development
activities, including detailed
schedule development.
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Seatitle - Denver

U.S. Department of Transportation

@

Federal Railroad Administration

Barstow
-

Seattle  Washington , Equity and Accessibility
_ y & Sandpoint
Olympla'Lacey‘O' Spokane .‘
&/ ()
' ®
‘ ®Yakima Further analysis and identification of
POI‘t|andQ’°> ® funding after completion of this study
. \ Kennewick Helena Montana would be necessary to advance the
773 miles N ® preferred routes through project
of discontinued planning and project development
long-distance Billinas activities, including detailed
routes restored Oregon \ g schedule development.
Additional Populations Served | <-)Boise South Dak
. 5 th Dakota
: in thousands < l[daho o
Population served 5t pessle 1,660 Additional Institutions Served
i <P Il :
Rural population foggg;cl:ends 190 . gcate ° Medical centers ggﬁ?;r?f 3
Rural population in in thousands 80 A Wyoming Higher education count of 19
areas of persistent poverty of people institutions institutions
Rural population that is in thousands 57 Oad Historically black colleges  count of 0
transportation disadvantaged  of people g eno‘( and universities institutions
Rural population that is in thousands Salt Lake Clty O, ‘ - . . count of
health disadvantaged of people 2 PI'OVOé’_” \ - TS el eliens installations 7l
: : in thousands % count of NPS
Population on tribal lands of people 10 sl \ NPS Lands units measured 2
Legend ‘. Merced Utah \ N :openver Kansas
Baseline Network D o. ‘ Clty
Grand Junction
orridor, State-supported,
Baseline Projects i Not an F|RfA Kansas
Preferred Routes proposai for
Preferred Routes service CO'OFad 0 Nethn
» Preferred Route: Seattle - Denver |e|d .L
jons in Ciles with Popual : as Vegas i 9
© gzaatzlr;s -InD(;::I\?:rwnh Populations over 50K: 9 Tnmdad )
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Seattle - Denver
Seattle washin§elected Passenger Service-Required Cost Estimate Ranges

Sandpoint
;
@
) S )
‘ ®Yakima Further analysis and identification of
POI‘t|andQ’°> ® funding after completion of this study
e Kennewick Helena Montana would be necessary to advance the
B, ® preferred routes through project
planning and project development
e tivities, including detailed
Billings ac
Oregon ® schedule development.
Selected Passenger Service-Required Cost Ranges . Boise
: 205d I : R ldaho South Dakota
Vehicle costs 2940 GOlars, $650-840 N
in millions ~ Bacatello Pierre
Stafion and maintenance 2025 dollars, $1,090-1,410 o, ®
facility costs in millions ’ ’ N\ Wyoming | L/
Track class and PTC 2025 dollars, $350-450 | Sioux Falls
upgrade costs in millions
Ogden’.
O&M costs (annual) ﬁ]ofnsi”?oi:?rs’ $75-106 Salt Lake glty lowa
CAVUTCUATTTVUTTINY N r k
Cost estimate ranges include Profess:onol ServicesfCSst Provo O’ P ebraska ol @
estimate ranges do not include other copn‘ol projects including Cheyenne mana @
track capacity:and[operational improvement projects. Nevada N
| s i uah N . . :'O’QDenver Kansas
Baseline Network > (o) i ‘ Clty
Grand Junction
orridor, State-supported,
Baseline Projects i Not an F|RfA Kansas
Preferred Routes proposal tor
Preferred Routes service COlorad g Newtgn
» Preferred Route: Seattle — Denver 7
© Stations in Cities with Populations over 50K: ’ ® Las Vegas Trlnldad J
Seattle - Denver Barstow .
a
U.S. Department of Transportation
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Seatitle - Denver

Seattle  Washingion it Safety, Jobs, and Earnings
& anapoin
. /A
) S )
‘ ®Yakima Further analysis and identification of
POI‘t|andQ’°> ® funding after completion of this study
| Kennewick Helena Montana would be necessary to advance the
N ® preferred routes through project
\ planning and project development
BiIIings activities, including detailed
Oregon ® schedule development.
“.Boise
()
R ldBhe South Dakota
Pierre
Estimated Jobs and Earnings = ngatello ®
Jobs supported count of jobs, i R Wyvomin o
by construction in thousands 23:5-30.5 . : Sioux Falls.
Earnings supported 2025 dollars,
by construction in millions 31,587-2.063 Ogden O Route Travel Changes and Impacts
. N .
éobs supp?rprfed | .CO#]I’]T ijO(S)S, 13-19 Salt Lake Clton’ Irovel sk;‘lf’r?dT '| vehicles miles 5
y operations {annual) _ in fousands Provo o™ (Zormﬁ) icieforal traveled, in millions
Ecrmng supported 2025 dollars, $69-97 A \ rotdl . e
y operations (annual)  inmillions vada otal crashes avoide ?(;meer of)croshes 39
\ (annual) ecrease
Legend «=® Merced Utgh owenver FETTSIS
Baselitenrqg?tDz:;:c Northeast ‘ o. — ‘ Clty
S Not an FRA Grandaemon Kansas
Preferred Routes proposairor
Preferred Routes service COlorad £ Newton
» Preferred Route: Seattle — Denver ® .
© Stations in Cities with Populations over 50K: LaS Vegas T”nldad J
Seattle - Denver Barstow .
a
U.S. Department of Transportation
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San Antonio - Minneapolis/St. Paul

Conceptual Service Overview
Not an FRA proposal for service

Route Service Metrics

approx. 32
hours

1,292 miles

late morning

late
afternoon*!

midday

early
evening®!

5

28
11

10

Scheduled avg. of both
run time directions
avg. of both
ROUitE ISngii directions
San Antonio, TX .
. local fime

departure time
St. Paul, MN .

. . local fime
arrival time
St. Paul, MN .

. local time

departure time
San Antonio, TX .

. . local fime
arrival time
Average travel
. . hours
fime improvements
Route Stations
Total number count of
of stations stations
Stations in count of
small communities stations
Existing stations count of
adding new service stations

Average travel time improvements are for existing OD pairs

when using a new route compared to an existing route

Daytime = 5:00 a.m.-10:59 p.m. (5 a.m.-7:59 a.m. early morning; 8 a.m.-10:59 a.m. late morning; 11
a.m.-12:59 p.m. midday; 1 p.m.-3:59 p.m. eatly afternoon; 4 p.m.-5:59 p.m. late afternoon; 6 p.m.-
8:59 p.m. early evening; 9 p.m.-10:59 p.m. late evening). Nighttime = 11 p.m.-4:59 a.m.

U.S. Department of Transportation
Federal Railroad Administration

D San Antonio &
San Marcos #
Austin #

Taylor ®
Temple #
McGregor H
Cleburne #

@ Fort Worth 2

OKLAHOMA

OKLAHOMA J o

MISSOURI
IOWA
Des Moines
IOWA
MINNESOTA
St. Paul

|, Existing
Stations

Existing
Station

Existing
Station

Legend
) Some Arrivals at Night
) All Arrivals at Night

Station

D Terminal

E Connecting Existing Amtrak
Rail Service

Q Connecting Preferred Route

Some arrivals at night
depends on direction.

All existing stations and new
stations in cities with over 50K
people are labeled.

These conceptual schedules are not
FRA proposals for service. This study
selected conceptual departure times

to maximize daytime service for

highest population market pairs on a

preferred route.

Further analysis and identification of
funding after completion of this study
would be necessary to advance the
preferred routes through project
planning and project development
activities, including detailed
schedule development.
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Maine

Kenn wick Helena Montana
3sota
San Antonio -*Minneapolis/St. Paul
Billings p Fargo” i Ne\f.’y
H H - H (J ampshire
Equity and Accessibility T
Massacht
Additional Populations Served South Dakota oat: POl Albany
P lati d in thousands 2 660 Pi o Michigan & «®Boston
opulation serve ; ierre New Yorl
= e LT
. in thousands New Haver
e
Rural population of people cie Siou Falis? Milwaukee®” @ Detroit — \L Connecticut
Rural population in in thousands 290 lGwa Chicago. e veland ennsylvania New York City
areas of persistent poverty of people Nebraska 8 Des Moines 3] oo é \.——Phlladelphla
Rural population that is in thousands 314 Cheyenne Omahae j INdRna Pittsburgh ;Egﬁﬁvﬁéersey
transportation disadvantaged  of people e Lafayette @ indianapolis 187 | mos to—Washington DC
Rural population that is in thousands ke Cit lllinois v W . West Maryland
health disadvantaged of people 365 Y A @-Cincinnati  V/irginia Lorton
i Kansas St Louis o, Ashland Lynchburg ®
Population on tribal lands foggggljgds 1,444 Newtgn o Loiisvile oy = Petersburg
- _ 3 SNyl Further analysis and identification of
Addifional Insfitutions Served o Missouri funding after completion of this study
. count o
Medical centers 5 , . Jg. Tennessee would be necessary to advance the
‘ . centers Oklahomar¥ 's?f Hestuiess preferred routes through project
Higher education count of 50 Oklahoma g ) . Adicie  planning and project development
insfitutions EERCE _ City Litle Rock ~ ®Memphis activities, including detailed
Historically black colleges count of 0 Amarillo e Mississippi oA schedule development.
and universities institutions Arkansas Birmingham'g, aee
Military installations OISl 6 Dallas/ : qeoon @ Savannah
Y installations Fort Worth— &/ Marshall Jackson Meridian O0Y Georgia
count of NPS < ° e Montgomery
NPS Lands units measured 0 | MOb'lle Alabama Tacksonville 0 miles
Lagand Texas  Templeao > ) s ® of discontinued
Baseline Network o Rustin Policana A Pensacola rlcc;LerTge—Sd::rs?ng%
Long-Dist , Northeast
c%r:gdolr,sggt:-sfpp;taesd, o e, New Orleans Orlando =@
Baseline Projects Not an FRA San Antonio Houston
Preferred Routes oLt Tampa.
Preferred Routes propos.al for
@ Preferred Route: San Antonio — Minneapolis/St. Paul service =
© Stations in Cities with Populations over 50K: orida
San Antonio - Minneapolis/St. Paul '\ze?m i
U.S. Department of Transportation
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Kenn wick Helena \ontana
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&

Maine

3sota
San Anfonio - ‘Minneapolis/St. Paul
Billings H Nemr’"
ampshire
Selected Passenger Service-Required Cost Estimate Ranges
- Massach
Selected Passenger Service-Required Cost Ranges South Dakota o'St Pau Wisconsin Albany. e :
Michigan & «®Boston
. 2025 dollars, ~ Pierre /
Vehicle costs i milions $550-710 ° N e —Rhode |
uffalo
. . ; <@ New Haver
%—
STOTIQH and maintenance 2025 qulcrs, $1,160-1,510 Sioux Falls MinaukeeOI o Detroit Pt
facility costs in millions Darrevivan: OL
lowa Chicago @ Cleveland s i New York City
< )
Lrocfoggségs?sd e iznorQrfiII(ijoC;:lsorS’ $700-910 evimska © Des Moines N Ohio ° \.——Phlladelphla
P9 eyenne Omaha'g Y Indiana Pittsburgh f?ell\;svv;éersey
®® 4 ; i
O&M costs (annual) ﬁ\oﬁlﬁoﬂ?rs’ $64-91 Kansad Lafayette @ ndianapolis ®Columbus to—Washington DC
E : llinois v W, . West Maryland
Cost estimate ranges include Professional Services:Cost City O—Cmcmn.atl Virginia Lorton
estimate ranges do not include other capital projects including Kansas StLouis g GOl Ashland  Lynchburg g, o= Petershurg
frack capacity and operational improvement projects. Newton Louisville >
soBakersfield @ 56 Vegas e % ISl Further analysis and identification of
Ba‘rstow e NSO funding after completion of this study
would be necessary to advance the
. Flagstaff o Isa f Nashville @@ 'ETNessee f d T ?’h . -
ngeles ® Oklahoma. \ . P8t planning and project development
Phosnix N City Little Rock ~ ®@Memphis activities, including detailed
oYuma *N Avons Amarillo e Mississippi oA schedule development.
New Mexico Arkansas Birmingham.‘ S
elucson Dallas/ g ®Savannah
Fort Worth— ¢ Marshall Jackson Meridian %o Georgia
eFE! Paso ° ° e Montgomery
Mobile /4 Alabama Sacksonyil
| acksonville
Texas Templeao > © o®
Legend p® cog Tellahassee
Baseline Network a0 Austin Louisiana J ensacola
Long-Distance, Northeast
c%r:gdolr,sggt:-sfpp;taesd, o H oust:n New Orleans Orlando =@
Baseline Projects Not an FRA San Antonio
Preferred Routes Tampa @
Preferred Routes propos.al for
@ Preferred Route: San Antonio — Minneapolis/St. Paul service o
© Stations in Cities with Populations over 50K: orida
San Antonio - Minneapolis/St. Paul .5 .
Miami
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Maine

Kenn wick Helena Montana
3sota
San Antonio -*‘Minneapolis/St. Paul
Billings Fargo” i Nev.’f ‘
H ® ampshire
Safety, Jobs, and Earnings i
Massacht
Estimated Jobs and Earnings South Dakota oSt FLU Albany_ e
Vict «®Boston
Jobs supported count of jobs, Pierre Michigan ’
b . . 30.9 - 40.2 A [\ New York
y construction in thousands o — Rhode |
. New Haver
Earnings suppor’red 2025 dollars, $2,069-2,689 Sioux Falls? Minaukee" o Detroit ~ e Pk
by construction in millions : Pennsylvania .LNe York Cit
_ lowa Chicagog, @ Cleveland W ity
Jobs supported ceny; O el 11-1.6 Nebraska | .- o | ¢ Philadeiphia
by operations (annual)  inthousands L Omaha% es Moines s Ohio I.Dittsburgh L e e
i o ; —Delaware
Eornmg supporfed 2025 dollars, $59-84 Lafayette ® |ndianapolis O olumbus e’ Washington DC
y operations (annual) in millions Kansas linois ? . West 0\ Maryland
Route Travel Changes and Impacts C"F" Columbu/s. &Cmcmn.an Virginia Lorton
Travel shiffed from vehicles miles 16 haiteas 7 StLouiSeg <A Lynchburg.. ®m= Petersburg
vehicle to rail (annual) traveled, in millions Newtgn Louisville ) ) o
: ) Kentucky Further analysis and identfification of
Total crashes avoided number of crashes 33 Missouri funding after completion of this study
(annual) [eI9erEesE) : Tennessee would be necessary to advance the
] ) Tulsa L/ Nashville =® ;
= " Albuguerque Oklahoma' ™SO0 preferred routes through project
ngeles ® Oklahoma g \ . P8t planning and project development
Phoenix v City Litte Rock ~ ®Memphis activities, including detailed
eYuma Arizona Amarillo o Mississippi oA schedule development.
o New Mexico Arkansas Birmingham g S
Y. e @ Macon
efucson Dallas/
Fort Worth-,/ Marshall Jackson Meridian <o Georgia  2.Savannah
oFl Paso ° ° e ' Montgomery
Mobile /4 Alabama )
N \l @Jacksonville
Texas Templeao ® %
Legend P& cacola Tellahassee
Baseline Network a0 Austin Louisiana J ensacola
Long-Distance, Northeast
c%r:gdolr,sggt:-sfpp;taesd, o H oust:n New Orleans Orlando =@
Baseline Projects San Antonio
Preferred Routes Not an FRA Tampa @
Preferred Routes propos.al for
@ Preferred Route: San Antonio - Minneapolis/St. Paul service Florid
© Stations in Cities with Populations over 50K: orida
San Antonio - Minneapolis/St. Paul '\ze?m i
U.S. Department of Transportation
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SAN FRANCISCO -
DALLAS/FORT WORTH




(] Emeryville & #
[ ]
San Francisco - Dallas/Fort Worth -
Martinez ® egen
Conceptual Service Overview Stockton & o D) some Arrivals at Night
. |, Existing
Not an FRA proposal for service Merced & Stations D Al Arrivals at Night
Route Service Metrics Fresno B
Station
Scheduled avg. of both approx. 42 Haiford B
run time directions hours () Terminal
¢ both Bakersfield # —
avg. of bo . Connecting Existing Amtrak
Route length directions 1,706 miles E Rail Service
. 8 g Existing )
Emeryville, CA ol fime Midday caurorvia @ Barstow Station @ cConnecting Preferred Route
departure fime ARIZONA )
Dallas, TX local fim early o Some arrivals at night
arrival time ocalime morning*? depends on direction.
@ Phoenix isti i
Dallas, TX local fime early 'A;” sx;s}h@r? S.TT(.]T'OH.STﬁnd nrestV)K
departure time morning stations in cifies with ove
- people are labeled.
Emeryville, CA . o D  Tucson #
val fi local time late evning
arrival time amzona D (. Benson &
Average fravel NEWMEXICO 37 (A | mrdebire B Existing
time improvements e 14 2 G lorashog 3 Stations These conceptual schedules are not
Route Stations Newmedaco  Deming - FRA proposals for service. This sTL_de
TEXAS g | Paso B selected gohcep‘ruql depor‘(ure fimes
Total number count of 29 to maximize daytime service for
of stations stafions highest population market pairs on a
Stations in count of 5 preferred route.
small communifies SISl 2 & Odessa Further analysis and identification of
Existing stations count of 16 iiland funding after completion of this study
adding new service stations = gpiNtician would be necessary to advance the
Average travel time improvements are for existing OD pairs 2 Ipreferred rSUTeS. ThrTo (Lngh Fljrojed i
when using a new route compared to an existing route D) P Cmnln.g_ gﬂ .prOJec.: eve meen
activities, including detailed
D ' Abilene schedule development.
Daytime = 5:00 a.m.-10:59 p.m. (5 a.m.-7:59 a.m. early morning; 8 a.m.-10:59 a.m. late morning; 11
a.m.-12:59 p.m. midday; 1 p.m.-3:59 p.m. eatly afternoon; 4 p.m.-5:59 p.m. late afternoon; 6 p.m.- @ Fort Worth & Existing
8:59 p.m. early evening; 9 p.m.-10:59 p.m. late evening). Nighttime = 11 p.m.-4:59 a.m. ::I—' Stations
. Dallas = FRA
U.S. Department of Transportation LONG-DISTANCE
@ Federal Railroad Administration 126 SERVICE STUDY
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Equity and Accessibility

Sacramento.‘ Rerio

San Francisco ommygStockton
«sOMerced

) \

‘aFresno
«=0 Hanford

California
&2 Bakersfield
wrstow
®
B
9
Los Angeles

=

207 miles

of discontinued

long-distance
routes restored

Legend

Population served

Rural population

Rural population in
areas of persistent poverty

Rural population that is
transportation disadvantaged

Rural population that is
health disadvantaged

Population on tribal lands

San Francisco - Dallas/Fort Worth  wering

Flagstaff

2

< Phoenix

eYuma Arizona

o Tucson

Baseline Network
Long-Distance, Northeast
Corridor, State-Supported,
Baseline Projects
Preferred Routes
Preferred Routes
@ Preferred Route: San Antonio — Minneapolis/St. Paul

© Stations in Cities with Populations over 50K:
San Antonio - Minneapolis/St. Paul

U.S. Department of Transportation
Federal Railroad Administration

Not an FRA

proposal for
service

Further analysis and identification of

funding after completion of this study

would be necessary to advance the
preferred routes through project

planning and project development
activities, including detailed
schedule development.

. S )
() -
Additional Institutions Served
in thousands g count of
of people 3,720 Medical centers centers 6
in thousands Higher education count of loine:
of people 2100 8 - itutions institutions 22
in thousands 120 Historically black colleges  count of 0
of people Ne and universities institutions
in thousands - . . count of
of people 138 Military installations installations 6
in thousands count of NPS St Lot
of people 108 NES Lemek NEV\L/JInOi;]s measured ]
in thousands 16 ()
of people )
S—— ‘
Missour
Tulsa
Albuquerque Oklahoma =@,
® Oklahoma g
L City Little Rock
Amarillo o
New Mexico Arkanse
Dallas/
Midland Fort WOI’th—‘B.\_&' Marshall J
xoE! Paso O () A ®
/ Abilene
(¢)
Odessa
Texas
Louisiana
()
. il Houston
San Antonio
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San Francisco - Dallas/Fort Worth  worins

San Antonio - Minneapolis/St. Paul

U.S. Department of Transportation
Federal Railroad Administration

&

schedule development.

. Q9
() -1
® A o Selected Passenger Service-Required Cost Ranges
Selected Passenger Service-Required Cost Estimate Ranges . 205 = <
Vehicle costs " m””oc;);]rs’ $850-1,100
Sacramento E Salt Lake City @ : : <
“ eno am( Station and maintenance 2025 dollars, $1,300-1,700 ne:
San Francisco ommygotockton faclty costs i miions o
) )
O, Nevada Track class and PTC 2025 dollars, $630-820
‘O‘Merced Utah ® D| upgrade costs in millions
‘%Fresno O&M costs (annual) %O?nsi/ﬁoﬂ?rs' $92-130
=0 Hanford Colorado . T . : oolol
California Cqsf estimate ranges m;/udefrofess:onol §erv:cgs. Co;f .
estimate ranges do not includeothericapital projects including
o.Bakersfield ® - frack capacity and operational improvement projects.
< Barstow PR Trinidad g ) _
&a Missour
» Flagstaff
> g Oklahoma Tulsa.
&
Los Angeles Albuquerque
o‘ Oklahoma g
« Phoenix . Ay Littile Rgek
Vime . Amarillo
L] Arizona
New Mexico Arkanss
o Tucson Dallas/
Midland____ Fort Worth=z Marshall J
*ﬂoEI Paso (0 () A J
/ Abilene
Legend °
Baseline Network Further analysis and identification of Odessa o
Long-Distance, Northeast funding after completion of this study
oy e Stppond, Id be necessary to advance the tai
Baseline Projects Not FRA wou € ry : Louisiana
Preferred Routes o el preferred routes through project
Preferred Routes proposal for planning and project development P Houst:n
@ Preferred Route: San Antonio — Minneapolis/St. Paul service tivities, includi tail .
© Stations in Cities with Populations over 50K: activifies, Inc Udlﬂg CiieTEel San Antomo
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®
San Francisco - Dallas/Fort Worth  wori N
Safety, Jobs, and Earnings

Estimated Jobs and Earnings

Jobs supported count of jobs, 08.4 - 36.9
® ; by construction in thousands : :
Sacramento R Salt Lake City @ . <
“ eno a Earnings supported 2025 dollars, $1,927-2.505 e
i Stockton by construction in millions 2 :
San Francisco o=mrg Nevad :
evada Jobs supported count of jobs, 16-23
‘O‘Merced Utah @ by operations (annual)  inthousands o
Earning supported 2025 dollars,
O Fresno . 2025 ¢ $85-120
by operations (annual in millions
=0 Hanford Colorado z p . C ) T t
California Route Trave anges and Impacts
Bakershiold Travel shifted from vehicles miles 39
SDakersie ®| as \legas Trinidadd Vehicle torail (annual)  fraveled, in milions
Barstow finidad ¢ .
, Total crashes avoided number of crashes 83 ur
C - Flagstaff (annual) (decreose)l |
/] ® ulsa
® v Oklahoma [
Los Angeles Albuquerque
® Oklahoma g
“ Phoenix 4 T City Little Rock
e | Amarillo o
() Arizona
New Mexico Arkanss
o Tucson Dallas/
: Fort Worth— . Marshall
Midland =0k J
- El Paso T )
/ Abilene
Legend °
Baseline Network Further analysis and identification of Odessa o
Long-Distance, Northeast funding after completion of this study
e P o ERA would be necessary to advance the Louisiana
Preferred Routes Not an preferred routes through project
Preferred Routes proposal for planning and project development P ®
@ Preferred Route: San Antonio — Minneapolis/St. Paul service activities, including detailed GoniNianis Houston
- schedule development.
U.S. Department of Transportation
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Detroit - New Orleans
Conceptual Service Overview

Not an FRA proposal for service
Route Service Metrics

Scheduled avg. of both approx. 29
run time directions hours
avg. of both .
Route length directions 1,244 miles
Detroit, Ml . early
. local fime .
departure time morning
New Orleans, LA : late
. . local time .4
arrival fime morning
New Orleans, LA . early
. local time .
departure time morning
DEtirel, bl local time midday*!
arrival fime
Avergge el hours 15.5
fime improvements
Route Stations
Total number count of 30
of stations stations
Stations in count of v
small communities stations
Existing stations count of 10
adding new service stations

Average fravel time improvements are for existing OD pairs
when using a new route compared to an existing route

Daytime = 5:00 a.m.-10:59 p.m. (5 a.m.-7:59 a.m. early morning; 8 a.m.-10:59 a.m. late morning; 11
a.m.-12:59 p.m. midday; 1 p.m.-3:59 p.m. eatly afternoon; 4 p.m.-5:59 p.m. late afternoon; 6 p.m.-

8:59 p.m. early evening; 9 p.m.-10:59 p.m. late evening). Nighttime = 11 p.m.-4:59 a.m.

U.S. Department of Transportation
Federal Railroad Administration

OHIO

OHIO
KENTUCKY D))

D)
»)
D)

KENTUCKY »)

TENNESSEE

TENNESSEE

ALABAMA

& &6 &6 &6 ©
e 0 0 o o

ALABAMA

MISSISSIPPI

MISSISSIPPI
LOUISIANA

e 0 0 0 0 0 o o

e o

O 0 o0 o

~ MICHIGAN D Detroit ¥

Toiledoi ]

Columbus
Springfield
Dayton

Cincinnati

Louisville

Bowling Green
Nashville
Decatur
Birmingham &

Montgomery

Mobile &
Pascagoula ®
Biloxi ®
Gulfport &
Bay St. Louis ®

New Orleans =

Existing
Stations

Legend
) Some Arrivals at Night
) All Arrivals at Night

Station

D Terminal

E Connecting Existing Amtrak
Rail Service

Existing
Station

Q Connecting Preferred Route

Some arrivals at night
depends on direction.

All existing stations and new
stations in cities with over 50K
people are labeled.

These conceptual schedules are not
FRA proposals for service. This study
selected conceptual departure times
to maximize daytime service for
highest population market pairs on a
preferred route.

Existing
Station

Further analysis and identification of
funding after completion of this study
would be necessary to advance the
-— preferred routes through project
planning and project development
activities, including detailed
schedule development.

|, Existing
Stations

o FRA
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© Stations in Cities with Populations over 50K:
Detroit - New Orleans

U.S. Department of Transportation
Federal Railroad Administration

Detroit - New Orleans AW Yk
- ¥ New York
e ‘Buffalo —Rhode [
Equity and Accessibility Sioi Falle s , 2 : % ——New Haven
— . Milwaukee ® O Detroit Connecticut
Additional Populations Served . Pennsylvania .\—New York Cit
in thousands lowa Ch|Cago .Cleveland y
Population served : 9,560 % \ ; .
of people : : , & Philadelphia
in thousands hha ® Des Moines Indiana Ohio .- ——New Jerse
Rural population of people 1,550 {19 @ Springfield Pittsburgh Delatiare y
Lafayette ®” :
Rural population in in thousands 780 y Indlanapolls \0 C0|Umbus =@ —\Vashington DC
areas of persistent poverty of people Kansas llinois otc Daytotn West .\Lorton “Maryland
Rural population that is in thousands . Ciy i INcinnatl  Virginia
transportation disadvantaged  of people ‘ StLouis eg Le / Ashland Lynchburg oy ®=Petershurg
Rural population that is in thousands Louisville [ R
health disadvantaged of people Sz ) l Roanoke > Virginia
rpT—— Bowling Greenayy  Kentucky
Population on tribal lands of pegple 72 Missouri
Charlotte Further analysis and identification of
Isa Nashville 0 'cnessee (X funding after completion of this study
. t of |d be necessary to advance the
Medical centers coun 17 el ry
edicatcenter centers _ o= Chattanooga preferred routes through project
Higher education count of 129 Little Rock ® Memphis ODecatur planning and project development
institutions institutions ® Mississippi Atlanta activities, including detailed
Historically black colleges count of 19 A o schedule development.
and universities institutions rkansas Birminghamgt e Macon B
" . . count of
Military installations - stallations 37 Marshall — Meridi%n S G @ Savannah
e
NPS Lands count of NPS : ® [} . Montgomery
units measured Mobile e
Jacksonville
Legend \ . ‘.
Baseline Net\flork Texas \Q ) Ta"ahzssee
Long-Distance, Northeast o ’ Pensacola
Corridor, State-Supported, Louisiana To) G I f rt
Baseline Projects N u po 98 5 mil es
Not an FRA () 0
Preferred Routes rlando «® . .
il B proposal for Houston New Orleans of discontinued
@ Preferred Route: Detroit - New Orleans service Tampa ® Iong—dls’ronce

routes restored
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Detroit - New Orleqns

Selected Passenger Service-Required Cost Ranges

Vehicle costs 2025 dolars: — $440-570

: . o)
?;?:’;;;r);ggs?smam’renance ﬁ\ofrfilﬁoorilsm’ $1,290-1,680 ®
lockdosanarc  asdles g 450,50
O&M costs (annual) ﬁ\oﬁfj’fﬂ?rs’ $62-88

Cost estimate ranges include Professional Services. C ostreWaJll
estimate ranges.'doigplf include other capital projects including

frack capocify”crr'v'gl opérational improvement projects.

Tulsa
Albuquerque Oklahoma @
® Oklahoma g
L City
Amarillo
New Mexico
Dallas/
Fort Worth—b
e El Paso
Legend
Texas

Baseline Network
Long-Distance, Northeast
Corridor, State-Supported,
Baseline Projects

Not an FRA

Preferred Routes
Preferred Routes
@ Preferred Route: Detroit — New Orleans

© Stations in Cities with Populations over 50K:
Detroit - New Orleans

proposal for
service

U.S. Department of Transportation
Federal Railroad Administration

@

Selected Passenger Service:Required Cost Estimate Ranges

.‘ vvioLuliolll

Michigan 4 «=®Boston

S New York

‘Buffalo —Rhode

% —New Haven

_ Ny, Connecticut
Pennsylvania .\—New York City

N\ ¢~ Philadelphia
—New Jersey
Delaware
=@ —\Vashington DC

.\ -Maryland
Lorton

O Detroit
® Cleveland

Villwaukee

o Chicago
%
Indiana
Springfield
S % . v
Lafayette ® |nd£anapolls o35 Columbus
[ ]

o) Dayton .
® Cincinnati \/irginia
&
Columbus{> / Ashland
Louisville

Kentucky

®Des Moines Ohio

()
Pittsburgh

[llinois

St Louis eg Lynchburg g,

Roanoke’“ Virgmia

®= Petershurg

Bowling Green.!

Missouri

Further analysis and identification of

Charlotte.‘ funding after completion of this study

would be necessary to advance the
preferred routes through project

planning and project development

activities, including detailed

schedule development.

Nashville &0y, '°""55¢

o= Chattanooga
®\Memphis

Mississippi

Little 5ock CDecatur

e Atlanta

Arkansas Birmi
irmingham®©
gham,s® @ Macon

Marshall Jackson Meridian O Georgia @ Savannah
1 ® > Montgomery

Mobile

N
o

Alabama .
.Jacksonwlle
&

)
i’ Tallahassee

Louisiana e ensaco

Gulfport

New Orleans Orlando =@

Tampa®
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Detroit - New Orleans

© Stations in Cities with Populations over 50K:

( U.S. Department of Transportation

Federal Railroad Administration

. R AR AT O LS | ERR AN S D R ST ® vviouLulioltl [\/Hchigan ". -.BOSton
Detroit - New Orleans . New Yor
| ®Buffalo —Rhode |
° . .
Safety, Jobs, and Earnings _siou Fais? Milwaukee®” oDetroit m’#fgxﬁﬁy o
Estimated Jobs and Earnings - Pennsylvania .\—N York Ci
| Chicago @ Cleveland ew York City
Jobs supported count of jobs, 391 - 41.7 owa (4 \ s
by construction in thousands @ Des Moines T Ohio g e ¢ Nel'vfl] erge;/a
Earnings supported 2025 dollars, ) Sprinafield ittsburg
by construction in millions $2,163-2,812 Lafayette‘ Indla?nap%lls \0 D_elaware
1ob o ot ion ” DColumbus & ~e—\Washington DC
Obs suppoaorre count o1 Joos, _ ansas e ayton .\ -Maryland
by operations (annual)  inthousands L1-1.6 City o 0'C|ncm¥1at| \/ngelgfa Lorton !
Earning supported 2025 dollars, ‘ : C0|UmbUS /
by operations (@annual)  in millions $57-81 St LOU'S'Q ! "AShland LYnCthfgo ®= Petersburg
Route Travel Changes and Impacts Bowling G l ouisville Roanoke St Virginia
Travel shiffed from vehicles miles 13 QNG DIBESoRHENLEK
vehicle to rail (annual) traveled, in millions Missouri h Ivsi : T ¢
. T Charlotte Further analysis and identfification o
Total crashes avoided number of crashes 29 Nashville ©: CGRAESSCE ( R funding after completion of this study
(annual) (decrease) would be necessary to advance the
e Oklahoma g _ ¢ Chattanooga preferred routes through project
| | City Little Rock ® Memphis SBecatur planning and project development
Amarillo ® MississinDi activities, including detailed
PP OAtlanta schedule development.
New Mexico Arkansas Birmingham'Q« b Wicon T
- Dallas/ . __ ®Savannah
ort Worth Marshall Meridian S Georgia
e ® Jackson ®
oF! Paso ® ® A Montgomery
! Alabama
Lewe i S ‘.Jacksonville
, Texas 7O ®
Basellriznr;(::;;t:;:ce — ,\/ P. | Tallahassee
Corridor, StatelSupported, Louisiana A G If rt ensacola
Baseline Projects ~ uitpo
Preferred Routes Not an FRA ® ? 5 Orlando =®
Preferred Routes proposal for Houston New Orleans
@ Preferred Route: Detroit — New Orleans service Tampa ®
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@

Denver - Minneapolis/St. Paul

Conceptual Service Overview

Not an FRA proposal for service
Route Service Metrics

Scheduled avg. of both approx. 26
run fime directions hours
avg. of both .
Route length directions 1,143 miles
e, CO. local time midday
departure time
St. Paul, MN . early
. . local time +1
arrival fime afternoon
St. Paul, MN . early
. local time .
departure time evening
Denver, CO . early
. . local time .
arrival fime evening
Averqge el hours 4.5
fime improvements
Route Stations
Total number count of 20
of stations stations
Stations in count of n
small communities stations
Existing stations count of 5
adding new service stations

Average fravel time improvements are for existing OD pairs

when using a new route compared to an existing route

Daytime = 5:00 a.m.-10:59 p.m. (5 a.m.-7:59 a.m. early morning; 8 a.m.-10:59 a.m. late morning; 11
a.m.-12:59 p.m. midday; 1 p.m.-3:59 p.m. eatly afternoon; 4 p.m.-5:59 p.m. late afternoon; 6 p.m.-
8:59 p.m. early evening; 9 p.m.-10:59 p.m. late evening). Nighttime = 11 p.m.-4:59 a.m.

U.S. Department of Transportation

Federal Railroad Administration

Denver &

%

@ Fort Collins

o OLORADD s
WYOMING
@ Cheyenne
WYOMING
NEBRASKA
NEBRASKA
SOUTH DAKOTA o
Rapid City
D)
D) Pierre
]
D)

D @ Sioux Falls
SOUTH DAKOTA

MINNESOTA

@ Minneapolis

St. Paul #

 —

Existing
Station

Existing
Station

Legend
) Some Arrivals at Night
) All Arrivals at Night

Station

D Terminal

E Connecting Existing Amtrak
Rail Service

Q Connecting Preferred Route

Some arrivals at night
depends on direction.

All existing stations and new
stations in cities with over 50K
people are labeled.

These conceptual schedules are not
FRA proposals for service. This study
selected conceptual departure times

to maximize daytime service for

highest population market pairs on a

preferred route.

Further analysis and identification of
funding after completion of this study
would be necessary to advance the
preferred routes through project
planning and project development
activities, including detailed
schedule development.

FRA
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Denver - Minneapolis/St. Paul

Equity and Acceéssibility°ana

Further analysis and identification of
funding after completion of this study
would be necessary to advance the

Additional Populations Served North Dakota Minnesota preferred rou’res_’rhrough project
. planning and project development
. in thousands
Population served of peopls 1,740 © activities, including detailed
. Fargo schedule development.
R . in thousands
ural population 410
of people : :
Rural population in in thousands 40 aneaPO"S/
areas of persistent poverty of people | |
Rural population that is in thousands 57 South Dakota Wisconsin
transportation disadvantaged  of people Rap|d C|ty
Rural population that is in thousands 39 \Plerre
health disadvantaged of people ()
Population on fribal lands i(;wffgggé?gds 10 @
Sioux Falls Milwaukee ®
lowa Chicago o
ity @ . )
Salt Lake City Nebraska S @ Des Moines
([
f' Cheyenne
Fort Collins e y Additional Institutions Served te .’ |
! count of
Utah ».‘Q Denver Medical centers centers
L\ Higher education count of o4
Legend institutions institutions
Baseline Network Kansas Historically black colleges count of 0 COlun
Long-Distance, Northeast Not an FRA and universities institutions
Corridor, State-Supported,
e, proposal for .
Baseline Projects 100 miles - . . count of
service - : Military installations ) . 9
Preferred Routes of discontinued installations
Preferred Routes - long-distance count of NPS
@ Preferred Route: Denver - Mi lis/St. Paul NPS Lands : 2
o Trinidad rouies restored unis meosured
Denver - Minneapolis/St. Paul M ISSOUr|
U.S. Department of Transportation
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Denver = MinnGQPOIiS/Sf. PqUI Further analysis and idenfification of

funding after completion of this study

1 il e P s MAotanna 35 o
Selected Passenger Service-Required Cost Estimate Ranges : would be necessary fo advance the
North Dakota Minnesota preferred routes through project

P planning and project development
Vehicle costs s $440-570 0 activities, including detailed
Fargo schedule development.
Station and maintenance 2025 dollars,
facility costs inmilions  $1:270°1,680 Minneapolis/
Track class and PTC 2025 dollars
2025 dollars, ¢4 490, 5 830 % St. Paul
{ upgrade costs in millions South Dakota g Wisconsin
2025 dollars, H H w
O&M costs (annual) - milions $56-80 Rapld Clty Pierre

Cost estimate ranges include Professional Services. Cost o\.

estimate ranges do not include other coplfol projects including
track capacity and operational lmprovemem‘ prolecfs CY

Sioux Falls’ Milwaukee.’

lowa Chicago.

; @
Salt Lake City @ Nebraska S ®Des Moines
j'Cheyenne %

Fort Collins e Lafayette®”

<!Denver Kansas
City

Legend ‘

Baseline Network 1
Long-Distance, Northeast Not an FRA Kansas St LOU'S '.
Corridor, Sta@e-Supported, propos al for

Baseline Projects )
service NeWton

Preferred Routes
Preferred Routes ‘

@ Preferred Route: Denver - Minneapolis/St. Paul Tri nidad .

© Stations in Cities with Populations over 50K:

Denver - Minneapolis/St. Paul M [ S SO U rl

Utah lllinois

Colun

U.S. Department of Transportation
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Denver - Minneapolis/St. Paul
Sdafety, Jobs, dAd Earnings™™@

Estimated Jobs and Earnings
Jobs supported

count of jobs,

by construction in thousands 91.1-118.4

by congiroction  rmiions $6.047-7.86]
Corosdion gt o

(annual)

S

(annual)

Route Travel Changes and Impacts

Travel shiffed from
. . 11
vehicle to rail (annual)

vehicles miles
tfraveled, in millions

Total crashes avoided number of crashes

[emnel) (decrease) 24
Salt Lake City @ |
(@)
Fort Collins ey Cheyenne
]
Utah O=Denver

Baseline Network
Long-Distance, Northeast
Corridor, State-Supported,
Baseline Projects

Not an FRA

proposal for
service

Preferred Routes
Preferred Routes
@ Preferred Route: Denver - Minneapolis/St. Paul

© Stations in Cities with Populations over 50K:
Denver - Minneapolis/St. Paul

Trinidad g

U.S. Department of Transportation
Federal Railroad Administration

Rapig Lity Pierre

.

North Dakota

Fargo.

South Dakota

({
Sioux Falls?

Nebraska
Omaha'g
Kansas
Newton
%

Further analysis and identification of
funding after completion of this study

would be necessary to advance the

Minnesota preferred routes through project
planning and project development
activities, including detailed
schedule development.
Minneapolis/
. St. Paul
) Wisconsin
™ |
; X' 4
Milwaukee ®
lowa Chicago
%
®Des Moines
Lafayette ®” |
Kansas linois
Ciy
. Colur
St Louis <o
Missouri
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Seatitle - Chicago

Conceptual Service Overview
Not an FRA proposal for service

Route Service Metrics

Scheduled avg. of both approx. 50
run time directions hours
avg. of both .
Route length directions 2,314 miles
Seaftle, WA . early
. local time
departure tfime afternoon
Chicago, IL . late
. . local fime +2
arrival time afternoon
Chicago, IL | ) early
. ocal fime .
departure time morning
seetile, i local time nighttime™*2
arrival time
Averqge fravel hours 1
fime improvements
Route Stations
Total number count of 34
of stations stations
Stations in count of 1
small communities stations
Existing stations count of 19
adding new service stations

Average travel time improvements are for existing OD pairs
when using a new route compared to an existing route

Daytime = 5:00 a.m.-10:59 p.m. (5 a.m.-7:59 a.m. early morning; 8 a.m.-10:59 a.m. late morning; 11
a.m.-12:59 p.m. midday; 1 p.m.-3:59 p.m. eatly afternoon; 4 p.m.-5:59 p.m. late afternoon; 6 p.m.-

8:59 p.m. early evening; 9 p.m.-10:59 p.m. late evening). Nighttime = 11 p.m.-4:59 a.m.

U.S. Department of Transportation
Federal Railroad Administration

Q Seattle &
D)
D)) Yakima
D) Pasco ®
waHsingTon 2 Spokane ®
IDAHO ) Sandpoint
MONTANA )
Missoula
Helena
Bozeman
@ Billings
»)
»)
MONTANA J)
NORTH DAKOTA )
D)) Bismarck
D)
»)
NORTHDAKOTA D  Fargo ®
MINNESOTA © Detroit Lakes 8
Staples #
St. Cloud ®
@ St.Paul ®
Red Wing ®
__winnesora - Winona E
WISCONSIN La Crosse 8
Tomah
Wisconsin Dells &
Portage ®
Columbus =
WISCONSIN Milwaukee =
ILLINGIS Glenview =
Chicago =

T

-~—

Existing
Station

Existing
Stations

Existing
Stations

Legend
) Some Arrivals at Night
) All Arrivals at Night

Station

D Terminal

E Connecting Existing Amtrak
Rail Service

Q Connecting Preferred Route

Some arrivals at night
depends on direction.

All existing stations and new
stations in cities with over 50K
people are labeled.

These conceptual schedules are not
FRA proposals for service. This study
selected conceptual departure times
to maximize daytime service for
highest population market pairs on a
preferred route.

Further analysis and identification of
funding after completion of this study
would be necessary to advance the
preferred routes through project
planning and project development
activities, including detailed
schedule development.
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Seattle

Portland eg,

N

Washington

Sandpoint

Spokane_ &
o \
°Yak"y o Missoula

N

Kennewick Helena  Montana
()
. ‘o Billings
1,285 miles Oregon Bozeman ©!
of discontinued _
long-distance e Boise
routes restored Idaho
Additional Populations Served Wyoming
. in thousands
Population served of people 1,090
. in thousands
Rural population of people 210 ke City @
Rural population in in thousands 40 -.Cheyenne
areas of persistent poverty of people
Rural population that is in thousands 38 Utah ® Denver
transportation disadvantaged  of people
Rural populo’rion that is in thousands 49 Colorado
health disadvantaged of people
. . in thousands
Population on tribal lands of people 42 Trinidadg
Legend
Baseline Network H Further analysis and identification of
e e jeles funding after completion of this study

Baseline Projects
Preferred Routes
Preferred Routes
@ Preferred Route: Seattle - Chicago

© Stations in Cities with Populations over 50K:
Seattle - Chicago

U.S. Department of Transportation
Federal Railroad Administration

Not an FRA

proposal for

service

would be necessary to advance the

preferred routes through project
il planning and project development

activities, including detailed
schedule development.

Amarillo

Seatitle - Chicago
Equity and Accessibility

North Dakota

Biemaorcl Minnesota
6 o
Fargo
Minneapolis/
St. Cloud 0, ot pacl
& Wisconsin
South Dakota N/
O La Crosse Michigan
Pierre D
° J
Sioux Falls® ’.
ok rals Milwaukee®
lowa Chicago
Nebraska : 9‘
®Des Moines _
Omahag Indiana
® ;
Lafayette® |ndianapolis
Kansas R
; [llinois |
City 2 &
¢l Additional Institutions Served
()
. count of Louis
Medical centers centers 2 ;
. . en
Higher education count of 24
institutions institutions
Historically black colleges  count of 0 Tonfgss
o and universities institutions
.1
- . . count of
Military installations installations 4
count of NPS
NPS Lands units measured 2
Dallas/
Fnrt \Wnrth_— Marchall Maridian @
142




Seattle - Chicago

sandpoifelected Passenger Service-Required Cost Estimate Ranges

Seattleo Washington

U.S. Department of Transportation
Federal Railroad Administration

Spokane_ &
\ o
oYakiry Missoula
(¢)
Portland eg, \o _
Kennewick I Montana North Dakota i
Bisrgarck linnesota
B|“|ngs NN O
Oregon Bozeman (9) rargo : .
St Cloud™® Minneapolis/
Boise ' \ St. Paul \yiconsin
o South Dakota \/)
Idaho O\La Crosse Michigan
Pierre D
Selected Passenger Service-Required Cost Ranges ® ’
Wyoming ) ()
Vehicle costs i\Oijmqoc:Isors, $850-1,100 Sioux Falls Milwaukee°’
Station and maintenance 2025 dollars, lowa Chicago
facility costs in millions $1.340-1,740 . 9%Y
y ke City @ Nebraska ®Des Moines
Track class and PTC 2025 dollars, $720-930 -.Cheyenne Omahae Indiana
upgrade costs in millions Lafayette® |ndianapolis
2025 dollars, ; Utah ® Denver Kansas inof
O&M costs (annual) in millions $96-136 City lllinois (] !.
Cost estimate ranges include Professional Services. Cost Colorado Kansas St Louis , Columbus
estimate ranges do not include other capital projects including ® .L .
track capacity and operational improvement projects! NEthn ous
Ba‘rstow ® Missouri
Legend
: Tenness
Baseline Network d Further analysis and identification of kanone Tulsa. Nashville =®
E°“9'D'S‘a”°ev Northeast jeles funding after completion of this study
orridor, State-Supported, Oklahoma @
Baseline Projects Not an FRA would be necessary to advance the Cit () Little Rock ® Memphis
Preferred Routes ; [ for preferred routes through project of ¥ e ,OC Mleakeeion]
Preferred Routes proposal o i planning and project development Ll sSSP
S Preferted Fouts: Saaite - Chicago sevice activities, including detailed Arkansas Birmingham
© Stations in Cities with Populations over 50K: ! .‘
Seattle - Chicago schedule development. Dallas/
Enart \Nnrth _— Marchall Maridian ®a
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Seattle - Chicago

Sandpoint Safety, Jobs, and Earnings

Spokane_ &
\ ‘ o> \
°Yak"y % Missoula

Portland erg \o

Seattleo Washington

Kennewick He‘ena Montana North Dakota ;
‘ BiSlgal'Ck Minnesota
illi I O
Oregon Bozemanoﬂgs Fargo . _
y st Cloud Minneapolis/
Boise - LUy st Paul Wisconsin
. . , South Dakota N/
Estimated Jobs and Earnings 10 °\éa Crosse Michigan
. Pierre
Jobs suppor’r_ed count of jobs, 36.6-47.6 ® ’
by constfruction in thousands ‘
' Wyoming S; I..
Earnings supported 2025 dollars, $2,459-3,196 loux Falls Milwaukee°’
by construction in millions ’ ’ =
IcCago
Jobs supported count of jobs, 17-24 0 L g (94
by operations (annual)  in thousands : : ity -— Nebraska Omaba ®Des Moines indi
ndiana
Earning supported 2025 dollars, $87-124 Cheyenne S Lafavetto®®. |- .
by operations (annual)  in millions y Indianapolis
Route Travel Changes and Impacts Utah ® Denver KaCnitSyas lllinois v %
Travel shifted from vehicles miles : Columbus
vehicle to rail (annual)  traveled, in millions 30 Colorado Kansas StLouis «g \’
Total crashes avoided number of crashes 64 Nethn Ledls
(annual) (decrease) Trinidad g () Ken
Legend uu:w" Missouri
: Tenness
Baseline Network d Further analysis and identification of kanone Tulsa. Nashville =®
é%’:ﬁd%f‘ggzs’“fp’gefeﬁ jeles funding after completion of this study OKlah :
Baseline Projects Not an ERA would be necessary to advance the d 8’.?30 : @ Memphis “
Preferred Routes r° an [ for preferred routes through project of iy Little 50Ck T
gfe;e"eg FR*"“‘GSS o ch P Zzz,?geo il planning and project development Ll Mississippi
@ Preferred Route: Seattle - Chicago ‘s . . . L i et
o BT G Wit Peplaions oha S0k activities, including detailed Arkansas Blrmlngham.‘
Seattle - Chicago schedule development. Dallas/
Enrt \Wnarth Marchall —9 Maridian [ S
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@

Dallas/Fort Worth - Atlanta

Conceptual Service Overview
Not an FRA proposal for service

Route Service Metrics

Scheduled avg. of both approx. 22
run time directions hours
avg. of both .
Route length directions 855 miles
Fort Worth, TX . early
. local time .
departure time morning
Aflanta, GA . early
. . local time .
arrival time morning
Atlanta, GA . early
. local time -
departure time evening
Fort Worth, TX : early
. . local time +1
arrival fime afternoon
Avergge travel hours 18
fime improvements
Route Stations
Total number count of 15
of stations stations
Stations in count of 5
small communities stations
Existing stations count of
. . . 11
adding new service stations

Average fravel time improvements are for existing OD pairs
when using a new route compared to an existing route

Daytime = 5:00 a.m.-10:59 p.m. (5 a.m.-7:59 a.m. early morning; 8 a.m.-10:59 a.m. late morning; 11
a.m.-12:59 p.m. midday; 1 p.m.-3:59 p.m. eatly afternoon; 4 p.m.-5:59 p.m. late afternoon; 6 p.m.-
8:59 p.m. early evening; 9 p.m.-10:59 p.m. late evening). Nighttime = 11 p.m.-4:59 a.m.

U.S. Department of Transportation

Federal Railroad Administration

TEXAS

LOUISIANA

LOUISIANA
MISSISSIPPI

MISSISSIPPI
ALABAMA

ALABAMA
GEORGIA

Fort Worth = —

@ Dallas =
@ Mineola #

© Longview ®

@ Marshall & o—

@ Shreveport

Jackson ® —

D)) Meridian #

D) Tuscaloosa H

) © Birmingham #

)  Anniston &

Atlanta = o

Existing
Stations

Existing
Stations

Legend
) Some Arrivals at Night
) All Arrivals at Night

Station

D Terminal

E Connecting Existing Amtrak
Rail Service

Q Connecting Preferred Route

Some arrivals at night
depends on direction.

All existing stations and new
stations in cities with over 50K
people are labeled.

These conceptual schedules are not
FRA proposals for service. This study
selected conceptual departure times

to maximize daytime service for

highest population market pairs on a

preferred route.

Further analysis and identification of
funding after completion of this study
would be necessary to advance the
preferred routes through project
planning and project development
activities, including detailed
schedule development.
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- n ‘ wUVIUTTIVUY 4 VVGOIIIIISL\
Ul = 528 linois A | West .\ !
Dallas/Fort Worth - Atlantd -Cincimati 151 Lorton
" SRiReT TR : Columbus
Equity and Accessibilitysas v St Louis Ashiand Lynchburg o @=Patersburg
Additional Populations Served Additional Institutions Served sville S O Virginia
Population served foggg;?gds 810 Medical centers ggﬁ?efr?f 2 ntucky
. in thousands Higher education count of
el [PerpUietel of people 219 institutions institutions 13 'see Charlotte Nort.h
Rural population in in thousands 210 Historically black colleges  count of 5 ® Carolina
| areas of persistent poverty of people and universities institutions Chatt
Rural population that is in thousands . . . count of y® LNatlanooga
transportation disadvantaged  of people 153 belIieTsy syl el installations 2
Rural population that is in thousands count of NPS
health disadvantaged of people 144 NPS Lands units measured 0 o(Atlanta South
Population on tribal lands inffhousfmds 0 Arkansas Blrmmgham(% Carolina
ST Tuscaloosa.°¢‘ @ Macon
- _ ®@Savannah
El Paso oﬂ‘_.% Jacksonp‘. Montgomery
Longview Mobile /' Alabama —
acksonvilie
Texas > ® ®
P’ | Tallahassee
Louisiana N chisaCoia
() New Orleans Orlando a®
S z o Houston
Legend an n Onlo Tampa.
Baseline Network Further analysis and identification of
E%’:ﬁd?)f‘ggzs"‘fpf;'ﬁej funding after completion of this study
Baseline Projects ' Not an FRA would be necessary to odvonc_:e the 0 miles Florida
Preferred Routes preferred routes through project of discontinued
Preferred Routes proposal for lanning and project development | dist .~
@ Preferred Route: Dallas/Fort Worth — Atlanta service P 9 Prol P ong-aistance M|am|

activities, including detailed
schedule development.

© Stations in Cities with Populations over 50K: routes restored

Dallas/Fort Worth - Atlanta

U.S. Department of Transportation
Federal Railroad Administration
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® Ne = anea o ‘ ) WwUIUTTIVUO 4 ”aom;?u
Da" nr/FOﬂ Worth = A"qﬁt i e ./. ‘O—Cincinnati \/ngﬁ}a \Lorton e

call 'rnbus
Selected Passenger Service- Requwed Cost Estimate Ranges ™y Ashiand Lynchburg o @=Petersburg
Selected Passenger Service-Required Cost Ranges Louisville R (S
oanoke Virginia
Vehicle costs 25 Glollars, $440-570 Kentucky
in millions
Station and maintenance 2025 dollars Missouri
o S ’ $940-1,220 North
Il :
facility costs in millions Nashville a®x rennessee Charlotte.‘ Catoling
Track class and PTC 2025 dollars, $100-130
upgrade costs in millions PN Chattanooga
O&M costs (annuall) ﬁ\oﬁfj’fﬂ?rs’ $55-78 Little Rock OMemphls
Cost estimate ranges inClUd@ Professional Services. Cost MBSISS'pp' ,othlanta South
eshmofe ranges do not include other capital projects including Al Z2 .
frack copoc:fy and operational improvement projects. Arkansas Blrmmghamc l Carolina
Tuscaloosae ¢#% ® Macon
Dallas/ M arshaII O @ Savannah
El Paso o*"--..—p‘ Montgomery
Jackson Mobil
Longview oplie Alabama _
@Jacksonville
N, '\
Texas ®
P' | Tallahassee
Louisiana N chisaCoia
() New Orleans Orlando a®
S z o Houston
Legond an Antonio Tampao
Baseline Network Further analysis and identification of
ong-Di e, North R A 8
to’:ngftggeisfp’goefej‘ fund:ggbc:f’rer complef‘non dof this s‘r;fly |
Baseline Projects Not an FRA WOu € necessary 10 d vonc_:e € Florida
Preferred Routes I for preferred routes through project ®
Preferred Routes proposa planning and project development .
@ Preferred Route: Dallas/Fort Worth — Atlanta service activities including detailed M|am|
© Stations in Cities with Populations over 50K: !
Dallas/Fort Worth - Atlanta schedule development.
U.S. Department of Transportation
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® Ne = anea o ‘ ) WwUIUTTIVUO 4 ”aom;?u
DdllCI%r/For’r Worth = A'H(:"Kl'l'qg nar ./. ‘O—Cincinnati \/ngeﬁa \Lorton e

: o . Columbus o
I
Safety,"Jobs, and Earnings St Louis o, Ashiand  Lynchburg g @=Patersburg
Estimated Jobs and Earnings Route Travel Changes and Impacts Roanoke‘“ Virginia
Jobs supported count of jobs, 12.7-16.5 Travel shiffed from vehicles miles 29
by construction in thousands ' ' vehicle to rail (annual)  traveled, in millions
Earnings supported 2025 dollars, Total crashes avoided number of crashes
by construction in millions il 12 (annual) (decrease) 62 Charlotte. ng%r’ti?]a
l Jobs supported count of jobs, 10-1.4 ) ST 2
by operations (annual)  in thousands R o= Chattanooga
Earning supported 2025 dollars, : ® Membphis
by operations (annual)  in millions 7S Little 50Ck o p ,
ATTTATTU Mississippi
. pp. ,OQAtlanta South
New Mexico Arkansas Birmingham 4 Carolina
A ,
Dallas/ / e Tuscaloosa.°¢‘ @ Macon A
Fort Worth—jé)N y‘ Shreveport Merldlan/ (S Georgia
El Paso A %“‘EQFP‘. Montgomery
. = Jackson Mobil
Longview oplie Alabama _
\l @Jacksonville
Texas ® <
® Tallahassee
Louisiana Pensacola
@®
Legend San Antonlo Tampa.
Baseline Network Further analysis and identification of
E‘;’:ﬁd?)f‘ggzs"fp’gfrfej funding after completion of this study
Baseline Projects ' Not an FRA would be necessary to advance the Florida
Preferred Routes prgpg:al for preferred routes through project (T
Preferred Routes i i £ .
@ Preferred Route: Dallas/Fort Worth — Atlanta service ploncn(l?igiﬁ enSdiI’? Z:CIDLJJeCITr: dz\éié?lgrdﬂerﬂ M|am|
© Stations in Cities with Populations over 50K: ! 9
Dallas/Fort Worth - Atlanta schedule development.
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@

El Paso - Billings

Conceptual Service Overview

Not an FRA proposal for service

Route Service Metrics

approx. 31
hours

1,390 miles

late
afternoon

late
evening"'

early
morning

midday™*!

23.5

23

7

Scheduled avg. of both
run time directions
avg. of both

Rewi® fEmeity directions
El Paso, TX .

. local fime
departure time
B”“.ngs’ .MT local time
arrival time
Billings, MT i

. local fime
departure time
El Paso, TX .

. . local fime

arrival time
Average fravel
. . hours
fime improvements
Route Stations
Total number count of
of stations stations
Stations in count of
small communities stations
Existing stations count of
adding new service stations

Average fravel time improvements are for existing OD pairs

when using a new route compared to an existing route

Daytime = 5:00 a.m.-10:59 p.m. (5 a.m.-7:59 a.m. early morning; 8 a.m.-10:59 a.m. late morning; 11
a.m.-12:59 p.m. midday; 1 p.m.-3:59 p.m. eatly afternoon; 4 p.m.-5:59 p.m. late afternoon; 6 p.m.-
8:59 p.m. early evening; 9 p.m.-10:59 p.m. late evening). Nighttime = 11 p.m.-4:59 a.m.

U.S. Department of Transportation
Federal Railroad Administration

El Paso ®
TEXAS

NEW MEXICO

Albuquerque ®
D) Lamy ®

Jd Las Vegas H

Raton H
NEW MEXICO =
COLORADO o
Jd @ Trinidad &
D @ Pueblo
@ Colorado Springs
]
@ Denver g
]
@ Fort Collins
COLORADO
WYOMING
@ Cheyenne
WYOMING
MONTANA

Billings

Existing

Station
[

Existing

Stations
i

Existing

Station

Legend
) Some Arrivals at Night
) All Arrivals at Night

Station

D Terminal

E Connecting Existing Amtrak
Rail Service

Q Connecting Preferred Route

Some arrivals at night
depends on direction.

All existing stations and new
stations in cities with over 50K
people are labeled.

These conceptual schedules are not
FRA proposals for service. This study
selected conceptual departure times
to maximize daytime service for
highest population market pairs on a
preferred route.

Further analysis and identification of
funding after completion of this study
would be necessary to advance the
preferred routes through project
planning and project development
activities, including detailed
schedule development.
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Portland

Bil I i n g S(ennewick

Helena
®

Corridor, State-Supported,
Baseline Projects
Preferred Routes
Preferred Routes
» Preferred Route: El Paso - Billings

© Stations in Cities with Populations over 50K:
El Paso - Billings

( U.S. Department of Transportation

Federal Railroad Administration

Not an FRA

proposal for
service

Equity and Accessibility
Additional Populations Served
. in thousands
Population served of peopls 2,030
: 0
. in thousands
Rural population i peopls 150
Rural population in in thousands 0
areas of persistent poverty of people
Rural population that is in thousands 33
transportation disadvantaged  of people
Rural population that is in thousands 13 V2
health disadvantaged of people
. . in thousands
Population on fribal lands of people 29
Additional Institutions Served Utah
: count of
Medical centers centers 4
Higher education count of 29
institfutions institutions
Historically black colleges count of 0
and universities institutions taff
- . . count of
Military installations installations 11
count of NPS
NPS Lands units measured 2 NiX
Legend .Yuma Arizona
Baseline Network
Long-Distance, Northeast .TUCSOI']

Montana
North Dakota
Billings @
,OF Fargo
South Dakota
Pierre
®
Wyoming Casper . s
O Sioux Falls'
S Nebraska
77 Omahae
Fort Collins =g Cevenne
{'o enver
Colorado  =OColorado Springs ~ Kansas
]
aOPueblo Newton
%
Trinidad o.
Tulsa
Albuquerque Oklahoma @,
O Oklahoma g
Y~ City
Amarillo
New Mexico
O Las Cruces Dallas/
Fort Wortha.
\ QﬁEI Paso
Texas

Minnesota

Minneapolis/

St. Paul ,
e Wisconsin

Michigan

Milwaukee ®” .
lowa Further analysis and identification of
funding after completion of this study
would be necessary to advance the
preferred routes through project
planning and project development
Kansas activities, including detailed |
City schedule development. C
Q. ®
Louisvill
Kentuc
Missouri
Nashville «® Tennessee
) .’C
Lite Rock ~ ®Memphis
o Mississippi
Arkansas Birmingham'g,
L)
Marshall K
n .
® e 24 miles gor
of discontinued
long-distance
routes restored T
Louisiana
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@

Portlan(‘
Helena

El Paso Bllllngs\ennewnck

Selected Passenger Service- R‘ét‘qmred Cost Ranges

. 2025 dollars,
Vehicle costs in millions $550-710
Station and maintenance 2025 dollars,
facility costs in millions BLULOL ALY
Track class and PTC 2025 dollars,
upgrade costs in millions AL O
2025 dollars,
O&M costs (annual) i millions $63-89 ®
Cost estimate rongesvinclude Professional Services. Cost
estimdterahgesido not include other copn‘ol pro;ecfs including
frack capacity and opercn‘lonol lmprovemenf prolecfs
=3 Utah
California
s Bakersfield ® | as Vegas
Barstow
. Flagstaff
o o
Los Angeles
Phoenix
T eYuma Arizona
egend
Baseline Network
Long-Distance, Northeast .TUCSOI']

Corridor, State-Supported,
Baseline Projects

Not an FRA

Preferred Routes
Preferred Routes
» Preferred Route: El Paso - Billings

© Stations in Cities with Populations over 50K:
El Paso - Billings

proposal for
service

U.S. Department of Transportation
Federal Railroad Administration

Selected Passenger Service- Requwed Cogt,,,ﬁgghmaie Ranges

Montana
North Dakota
Fargo’
South Dakota
Pierre
)
Wyoming Casper . s
O Sioux Falls'
Nebraska
Omahag
Fort Collins e / lCheyenne
io enver
Colorado  =OColorado Springs ~ Kansas
]
aOPueblo Newton
%
Trinidad o.
Tulsa
Albuquerque Oklahoma @,
{ Oklahoma g
Y~ City
Amarillo
New Mexico
O Las Cruces Dallas/
Fort Wortha.
\ QﬁEI Paso

Texas

Minnesota

Minneapolis/

St. Paul ,
e Wisconsin o
Michigan

Milwaukee ®” .

lowa Further analysis and identification of
funding after completion of this study
would be necessary to advance the

preferred routes through project

planning and project development
activities, including detailed
schedule development.

Kansas
City

() o
Louisvill
Kentuc
Missouri
Nashville «® Tennessee
.’C
® Memphis
Mississippi
Birmingham.‘

Little Rock
@
Arkansas

Ma;shall Jacksor Meridign o

: ® Montgor
Mobile

>

Alabama

Pensacola "
Louisiana ensacola
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Portland

(] (] =
El Paso - Billingsemes Helen:
Safety, Jobs, and Earnings
Estimated Jobs and Earnings
Jobs supported count of jobs,
by construction in thousands S
Earnings supported 2025 dollars,
by construction in millions bl S0z 05
Jobs supported .
. count of jobs,
?gnzﬁglr)m'ons in thousands 1.1-1.6
Earning supported
. 2025 dollars,
?g/n(;ﬁg:)chons in millions $58-82
Route Travel Changes and Impacts
Travel shifted vehicles miles N
f(g)rmgg?'de fo rail fraveled, in millions 7
Total crashes avoided number of crashes 14
(annual) (decrease)
Barstow 7
. Flagstaff
G o
Los Angeles
Phoenix
Legend .Yuma Arizona
Baseline Network
Long-Distance, Northeast .TUCSOI']

Corridor, State-Supported,
Baseline Projects

Not an FRA

Preferred Routes
Preferred Routes
» Preferred Route: El Paso - Billings

© Stations in Cities with Populations over 50K:
El Paso - Billings

proposal for
service

U.S. Department of Transportation
Federal Railroad Administration

Montana
North Dakota
Billings @
,OF Fargo
South Dakota
Pierre
®
Wyoming Casper . s
O Sioux Falls'
S Nebraska
77 Omahae
Fort Collins =g Cevenne
{'o enver
Colorado  =OColorado Springs ~ Kansas
]
aOPueblo Newton
%
Trinidad o.
Tulsa
Albuquerque Oklahoma @,

O Oklahoma g

Y~ City

Amarillo
New Mexico
O Las Cruces Dallas/
Fort Wortha.
\ QﬁEI Paso
Texas

Minnesota

Minneapolis/
.St. Paul

® Wisconsin

Michigan

Milwaukee ®” .

lowa

Further analysis and identification of
funding after completion of this study
would be necessary to advance the

preferred routes through project
planning and project development
activities, including detailed
schedule development.

Kansas
City

() o
Louisuvill
Kentuc

Missouri

Nashville «® Tennessee
.’C
®Memphis
Mississippi
Birmingham .

Little Rock
@
Arkansas

Marshall

®
L

Meridian ¥
a ®

Montgor
Alabama

Jackson
®

Mobile
N

Pensacola "
Louisiana ensacola
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New and Existing Hubs

" The preferred network could improve the connectivity and geographic
coverage of existing markets and could creates new passenger rail hubs.

= Existing Hubs = Direct Connections:
o  Existing stations that provide over 100 unique o  One-seat ride
direct connections o No transfers required to connect the station pairs
* New Hubs * Indirect Connections
o  Existing stations that ate served by at most one o Two- or three-seat ride, connecting to another
daily long-distance route Amtrak passenger rail service
o  Would be served by at least three additional o Transfer times between 1 and 12 hours

referred route , :
P d ° o  Supports an analysis of both connections between

Conceptual service schedules for the preferred routes

do not consider existing or future traffic conditions or
site-specific conditions such as steep grades.

U.S. Department of Transportation EgﬁJG-DISTANCE
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Preferred Network Improvements at Existing Hubs

Seattle Washingto
Sandpomt
Spokane . ° ° ° ° ° o °
\.Yak, Existing Hubs With Potential Enhanced Connectivity and Service
Portland e, Maine
Kennewwk Helena  Woniana North Dakota Routes| Connections e
®, Bi K Minnesota
Large markets where the - s/\lsnlarc served| Direct  Indirect
conneciivify and service WOUld Oregon @ Far;o ) Existing 16 241 261
i |nneapo is
be fl.n:ther enhanced with the \Boise N ot Paul Niscor PO 5 .46 +156 Albany Massachusetts
addition of the preferred routes. Idaho POl oo K «®Boston
o . Mocatello Pierre = Teisl =18 =287 =417 New Yorl
Increase in Direct Connections: o ® T Rhode Island
+ Los Angeles: +14% Sioux Falls® A, e o "T Netw I:laven
) ChiCGgO: +19% \ Cleveland  Pennsylvania / 4 L,
+ New York: +22% o _— Chicago, ”Pinstiyn/—\/ N‘e‘wY‘ork
/ Reno ebraska ®Des Moines ‘ Ohio @ Philadelphia
e Omaha Indiana New Jersey
San Francisco = N, Cheyenne Delaware '
@ Merced S Indlanapohs 2Columbus O Washington DC
< Denver Kansas llinois éCmcmnatl Wi Maryland
City, Vir Lorton

fornia

Calif

St Louis..

\/ Ashland”

Lomswlle Lynchburg—“ Connections
Roanoke &’ Virginia . )
’OBakgrsﬂ(tald @ as Vegas Trinidadl Kentiicky Direct Indirect
a‘rs ow . Missouri ‘ Existing 192 328
/ agstaff Nashville Sg Charloﬂe“ (
I_os Angeles;’ Albuquerque Tennessee \ Bt + Preferred +43  +140
-~ g < , i o anooo = Total =235 =468
: Phoenix v Little Rock © Memphis
Routes | Connections ® L4 Mississipp
Arizona S @, Atlanta South
Angeles |Served | Direct Indirect New Mexico Arkansas Blrmlngham.‘ Carolina
Tucson o
Existing 5 126 381 2 Marshall akon Mendlg.n / ¥. ® Savannah
EIP e N Montgome
+ Preferred RN | +18 +181 OGi > v ' S
Mobile ## Alabama )
= Total =6 =144 =562 T /—N .Jacksonwlle
*Includes the Texas Eagle, which operates with the Louisiana / i Tallahassee
Sunset Limited between San Antonio and Los Angeles Baton Rouge‘\
Legend ® Houstod New Orleans Orlando =@
San Antonio Tampae
Long-Distance, Northeast
Corridor, State-Supported,
Baseline Projects A
N
e Preferred Routes 0 250 500 Miles

U.S. Department of Transportation

(v Federal Railroad Administration

Existing route and station data provided by Amtrak 2024; Baseline Projects Data provided by FRA 2024.
Assessment of existing routes served is based on existing long-distance, state-supported, and NEC services. Assessment of
preferred routes includes existing long-distance, state-supported, NEC services, and preferred routes identified in this study.
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Seame Washingto

\ Spokane ,
Yakl

Portland e,

Kennewuck

The preferred routes expand the\
passenger rail network and
would create new passenger rail
hubs.

Oregon

.Bmse

Increase in Direct Connections:
- Denver: +145%

e Dallas: +257%

« St.Paul: +189%

Atlanta: +222%

Existing

+ Preferred

Sandpomt

Preferred Network Development of New Hubs
Potential New Hubs in the Proposed Network of Preferred Routes

Connections

St. Paul Maine

) Bakersfield

®| as Vegas
Ba‘rstow

4
LQS,Angples;,

eYuma

Legend

Long-Distance, Northeast
Corridor, State-Supported,
Baseline Projects

e Preferred Routes

U.S. Department of Transportation

(v Federal Railroad Administration

Flagstaff
®

.Phoenlx »

Served | Direct Indirect Minnesota
Existing 2 45 285 m.-\
| + Preferred Y] +85 +172 s'\i:nnoaoohs/ _— il
Idaho = Total =6 =130 =457 Michigan 0 «® Boston
chatello P|e‘re/‘ % lew York
P s
S
Sioux Fa"s Mllwaukee. @ Detroit P iveland Barsvivs ™% Connecticiit
Connections Cthdg ‘ Mpi:::uarn b / /7 : NAe}“_If'YOI'k
Direct  Indirect e Nebraska Omaha ®Des Moines ¢ \O—Philadelphia }
/ Cheyenne = / Detinars New Jersey
' Indlanapolls Columbu % e"——Washington DC
ansas linois ( , Maryland
—=_"Denver City, ke \ f Lorton
lorado ° Loms.. 4Saigland Lynchburg—ﬁ'. .i;
Roanoke &' Virginia Petersburg

Trlmdad. Kentucky

North
Carolina

Nashville Sg,

Tennessee

Charlotte..

Albuquerque

Routes| Connections

@2 Chattanooga

Atlanta

® Memphis

Indirect
370
+ 122
=492

Little Roch Direct

Served
Existing 32
+71
=103

Mississipp

Birmingham'g, /
Mendlg.n / ../

—

Connections

Direct  Indirect Da"a s
e

Tyl

Dallas

Marshall A + Preferred

Jackson

= Total

Existing M obil

Alabama

PN T e —

Tallahassee
Pensacol

+ Preferred Jacksonville

= Total

Baton Rouge

Orlando «®@

0 New Orleans
San Antonio ot

Tampa @

A

N

0 250 500 Miles
| | | |

Existing route and station data provided by Amtrak 2024; Baseline Projects Data provided by FRA 2024.
Assessment of existing routes served is based on existing long-distance, state-supported, and NEC services. Assessment of
preferred routes includes existing long-distance, state-supported, NEC services, and preferred routes identified in this study.
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Routes| Connections

Seattle '
Indirect
370
+ 156

=526

Direct
78
+ 37
=115

Served

Existing

+ Preferred

Oregon

Legend

Long-Distance, Northeast
Corridor, State-Supported,
Baseline Projects

e Preferred Routes

U.S. Department of Transportation

Washington

oYakimy‘
\.

(v Federal Railroad Administration

Preferred Network Improvements
Other Markets with Potential Enhanced Connectivity and Service

Sandpgint
Spokane. Py

4 . Maine
Kennewick Montana ©

Hel.ena North Dakota

Minnesota

B|smarck
Bllhngs/\ o
M-nnM&

Massachusetts

.BOISB Idaho South Dakota Niset Al
Michigan 7, «® Boston
\ Pocatello Plerre [\ New York

Several other markets in the ° Wyoming NGasper “Bufalo Yy—— New Hven
existing long-distance network S'°“X Fa"s Mllwaukee. @ Detroit ~ Connecticit

i Cleveland  Pennsylvania
would be enhanced with the / Cthdg ‘ it bhichiy L7 “New:York:
addition of the preferred routes. Rero Nebraska . Y & Dt Molnoe ; Ol ﬁﬁ- ._ h"ade'ﬁh'aJ

Indiana ew Jersey
Increase in Direct Connections: e // Cheyens |nd.anapo“s o/ o
. d Columbu " Washington DC
+ Seattle: +47% orco . D Kansas linois Cincinnati. Wi Maryland
+ New Orleans: +93% » S m— enver City S \ / i Lorton
e Miami: +1 24% California s OUIS.. Ashland Lynchburg—c. .
/\ Lomswlle Roanoke‘ Virginia Petersburg
’.Bakersﬂeld @ as Vegas Trinidad Kentucky
Ba‘rstow e Missouri
J Flagstaf Nashville,. Charlotteg, Choina
‘ | i
I.QS ) A n g‘gleSj‘ A buquerque e .'Chattanooga
Phoenix Little Rock -2 Memphls
oYuma N e Amanllo Misg <l ‘Aﬂq nta South
New Mexico Arkansas Blrmlngham. Carolina
Tucson
— Marshall Meridian / } / .. ®Savannah
Jackson ® Seorgia
.EI Paso st Montgomery
Mobile Alabama
Jacksonville

o <°

[ Tallahassee Connections
Pensacola

Baton Rouge.

Direct Indirect

Connections

Routes

0 \A Orlando =@ =
Orleans |served| Direct Indirect REMIREW ot Ne,Wiere‘an, - Existing 42 383
Existing + Preferred +52 +163
+ Preferred A Florida =94 =546
N
0 250 500 Miles

Existing route and station data provided by Amtrak 2024; Baseline Projects Data provided by FRA 2024.
Assessment of existing routes served is based on existing long-distance, state-supported, and NEC services. Assessment of
preferred routes includes existing long-distance, state-supported, NEC services, and preferred routes identified in this study.
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WHAT WE HEARD -
ADDING MARKETS TO
THE PREFERRED ROUTES




Opportunities and Challenges Adding Markets to the Preferred Routes

= Some cities or markets that are not included on a preferred route generated many
comments and support for consideration.

= Top markets by volume of comments received in each region reviewed and described here.

Reviewed ifi
|dentified the
stakeholder and Selected the top opportunities and

public comments on markets by volume challenges for

including the
markets in a
preferred route

adding markets to of comments
the proposed received in each
network of preferred region
routes

FRA

U.S. Department of Transportation LONG-DISTANCE
(./ Federal Railroad Administration 161 SERVICE STUDY




Boston, MA

Stakeholder
and Public
Comments

= Additional service connecting Chicago, New
York, and Maine

= Served by Lake Shore Limited, state-supported
routes, and the NEC

Direct connections to preferred routes in
Chicago, Toledo, New York

Conditions .

= Evaluate extending preferred routes through
New York

Evaluate revising Dallas/Fort Worth - New
York or Detroit - New Orleans to connect
Columbus, Cleveland, and Buffalo, Albany,
Boston

Future =
Opportunities

= Extending preferred route through New York
adds approx. 4.5 hours travel time, and O&M
costs

Trade-offs changing Columbus-Toledo-Detroit,
or Columbus-Pittsburgh-New York

® Primarily adds frequency to markets already
served by frequent passenger rail

Challenges ®

Legend

Baseline Network
Long-Distance, Northeast
Corridor, State-Supported,
Baseline Projects

lllinois

Preferred Routes
Dallas/Fort Worth — New York
Houston — New York

St Louis'.

Preferred Routes Outside of Region

U.S. Department of Transportation
Federal Railroad Administration

@

Northeast Region
Opportunities & Challenges Adding Markets to Preferred Routes

Maine
Vermont
New
Hampshire
| Albany //Massachusetts
1l Michigan } ‘.B,QSion
[ New York
®Bffalo . { R|:0de Island
P : ® —New Haven
ce @ Detroit | \.\_Connecticut
|icago Cleveland Pennsylvania ew York City
) Pittsburgh
& . 2 "\ 4—Philadelphia
: Ohio
Indiana ——New Jersey
ind i ® ——Delaware
Qriciaeols Columbus Te—Washington DC
——Maryland
J & Cincinnat \/Yrvgeiﬁ}a Lorton !
Ashland
7S Lynchburg e, ®= Petersburg
Louisville

Roanoke‘ﬂ Virginia
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Buffalo, NY

Additional service connecting Cleveland,
Boston, and New York
Provide daytime service Cleveland-Buffalo

Stakeholder =
and Public
Comments =

= Served by Lake Shore Limited and state-
supported routes

Direct connections to preferred routes in
Chicago, Toledo, New York

* Evaluate revising Dallas/Fort Worth - New
York or Detroit - New Orleans to connect
Columbus, Cleveland, and Buffalo, Albany,
Boston

= Consider Corridor ID for enhanced state-
supported service

Conditions .

Future
Opportunities

®  Trade-offs of serving Columbus-Toledo-
Detroit, or Columbus-Pittsburgh-New York
Primarily adds frequency to markets already
served by passenger rail

Challenges _

sin

®Des Moines
iha'g

Legend

Baseline Network
Long-Distance, Northeast
Corridor, State-Supported,
Baseline Projects

lllinois

Preferred Routes
Dallas/Fort Worth — New York
Houston — New York

St Louis'.

Preferred Routes Outside of Region

U.S. Department of Transportation
Federal Railroad Administration

@

.
1
TOoOwWO \

Northeast Region

Opportunities & Challenges Adding Markets to Preferred Routes

Maine
Vermont
New
Hampshire
Albany /Massachusetts
Michigan } Ao

* New York
®Buffalo —Rhode Island

% —New Haven

@ Detroit | \.\_Connecticut
Cleveland Pennsylvania ew York City
Pittsburgh
. 2 "\ 4—Philadelphia
. Ohio
Indiana ——New Jersey
. . ® ——Delaware
Indianapolis Columbus Te—Washington DC
——Maryland
v &%Cincinnat \/Yrvgeiﬁ}a Lorton '
Ashland
~ Ashiand | ynchburg e, ®= Petershurg
Louisville

Roanoke‘ﬂ Virginia
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Cleveland, OH

U.S. Department of Transportation
Federal Railroad Administration

&

Midwest Region

I T e Opportunities & Challenges Adding Markets to Preferred Routes
areho ? = Provide daytime setrvice North Dakota .
and Public ; . Minnesota
C . = Connect with Detroit and Columbus Bismarck
omiments Include in Detroit - New Otleans \.—.
= Served by Lake Shore Limited and Capitol Fargo
Conditions Li.mited long-d%stance routes . Minneapo”s/
= Direct connections to preferred routes in St. Paul
Chicago, Toledo, Pittsburgh South Dakota .Q : Wisconsi
ISConsin "
* Evaluate revising Dallas/Fort Worth - New . l\/hchlgan
York or Detroit - New Orleans to connect PIG‘I’G [\
Columbus and Cleveland ® Buffal
Future . . urialo
Obportunities = Re-evaluate a route option connecting Sioux F a”g. &,
PP Columbus-Cleveland-Pittsburgh for Dallas/Fort Milwaukee ® etrgit
Worth - New York C | emelq N d nsy
Consider Cortidor ID f - d servi i :
Tor;s1 e:f o:n or COI sta]ze sff;o:lte Dserv1ce lowa ChlcagO .‘ Plttsburgh
rade-offs of serving Columbus-Toledo-Detroit, Nebraska . :
or Columbus-Pittsburgh-New York Omaha ° 9 Des Moines Indiana Ohio
Columbus-Cleveland-Pittsburgh adds approx. e
250 miles, 5 hours of travel time, and O&M costs Indianapolis .COIUmbUS
X @ Denver Kansas lllinois .6 { . West
® City Cincinnati - Virginia
~rand Junction - ®
Legend A St LOU'S
Baseline Network .ado Ka 15ee .. . é AShIand LynCh burg ..
Lo Chin Sbend Newton Loisville Roanoke™s Virgini
Baseline Projects . .‘ K entU Ck
Preferred Routes r|n|dad . y
@ Chi — Miami i 1
Phoc:r?i:— M::n;apolis/St. Paul MISSOU /
Dallas/Fort Worth — New York
= S:na:ntgr:tio —ohrjlinnea(:)\glisc/gt. Paul T | NaShVIIIe‘ Charl Otte
@ Detroit — New Orleans U Sa
@ Denver — Mir_meapolis/St. Paul Ok]a homa . Ten nessee
—Seatlo-Cricegp Oklahoma g _ ‘, Chattanooga
Preferred Routes Outside of Region ? Clty |_|tt|e ROCk ') MemphIS
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Helena Montana

Fort Wayne, IN

Stakeholder .
and Public .
Comments

Provide passenger rail access
Connect in Chicago, Indianapolis, Columbus

Conditions ® No Amtrak service

= Advance project planning activities as per
Corridor ID Program
= Consider Amtrak Thruway Bus

Future
Opportunities

Circuitous to include Fort Wayne in the

Challenges preferred routes

@ Chicago — Miami
Phoenix — Minneapolis/St. Paul
Dallas/Fort Worth — New York
@ San Antonio — Minneapolis/St. Paul
@ Detroit — New Orleans
@ Denver — Minneapolis/St. Paul
e Seattle — Chicago

Preferred Routes Outside of Region

U.S. Department of Transportation
@ Federal Railroad Administration

Cheyenne

@ Denver
[ ]
®
Legens ~"d Junction
Baseline Network ;
Long-Distance, Northeast a d 0
Corridor, State-Supported,
Baseline Projects
Preferred Routes
rinidad g

Midwest Region

Opportunities & Challenges Adding Markets to Preferred Routes
North Dakota

Minnesota
Blsmarck
Fargo
Minneapolis/
St Paul
South Dakota Wisconsin Vichlgan
Plerre
® ‘o
Buffalo
S'OUX FaIIs Minaukee" @ Detroit
_ Cleveland Pennsy

lowa Chicago o Plttsburgh

Nebraska @ Des Moines Ohio
Omaha'g /M‘m

) FO”' Wayne In (ﬁanapol Columbus

ansas .

City — ’ % Clncmnatl V,r;ﬁa

Kansas 3 St Loms'. ./ Ashland Lynchburge,
Newtgn Louisville Roanoke ' Virgini
() Kentucky
Missouri
Tulsa Nashw”e Charlotte..
Oklahoma () Tennessee
Okiahoma g ) | .,Chattanooga
City Little Rock @ Memphis \
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Stakeholder
and Public

Comments

Conditions =

Future
Opportunities

Challenges

Seattle

\

Butte, MT

Restore long-distance service to Butte
Include in Seattle - Chicago

Include in a new route connecting Helena and
Pocatello

=

No Amtrak service

Re-evaluate a route option restoring service to
Butte for Seattle - Chicago.

Advance project planning activities as per
Corridor ID Program

Consider Amtrak Thruway Bus

Track condition through Butte and associated
construction costs
Trade-offs of serving Helena and/or Butte

.‘ Reno

San Francisco @»

Legend

«=®Merced

Baseline Network
Long-Distance, Northeast
Corridor, State-Supported,
Baseline Projects

California
Preferred Routes
@ Denver — Houston
@ | 0s Angeles — Denver
e Seattle — Denver
@ Denver — Minneapolis/St. Paul
e Seattle — Chicago
» El Paso - Billings

>® Bakersfield
Barstow

e 4

Preferred Routes Outside of Region

Washington

Yaki

U.S. Department of Transportation
Federal Railroad Administration

@

Northwest Region

STl Opportunities & Challenges Adding
Spokane ’g Markets to Preferred Routes
)
my
®
Kennewmk Helena  Montana North Dakotz
() . Minnesota
\ Bismarck
/. B'"'”QS/\‘-—Fargo.
| (J
B U -|--|-e | Minneapolis/
% Ra St. Paul
.\l?mse Wit South Dakota ;{
~.Pocatell £
W Casper
JRET -» Sioux Falls®
lowa
Nebraska Ot ®Des Moines
Kansas |
Grand Junction Kenes St Lo
Colorado Newton
)
® | as Vegas Trinidad \
\ Missour
Flagstaff »
2 Tulsa
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Southwest Region e e

San Diego, CA

JB . 2 Stakeholder ® Additional service connecting Los
@) P pOI’fU nities & Challe nges Addin g "%, Pocatello and Public ~ Angeles, San Francisco
e, Comments ® Connect with Phoenix, Tucson
Markets to Preferred Routes - ’
| Wyoming » Served by Pacific Surfliner state- ®
H . supported route
““ “ Condion * Direct connections to preferred routes
~ in Los Angeles lowa
Sacramento ® E eno Salt Lake City, . * Evaluate extending preferred routes
) ‘ Future  through Los Angeles iha ©
San Francisco e= Nevad Opportunities ® Consider Cozridor ID for enhanced
evaaa state-supported service
«=® Merced K
Utah ) * Routes pass through Los Angeles ansas
R " Primarily adds frequency to matkets Clty
. . 1 1 .l
California Grand Junction o already serv.ed by pa§senger rai ‘
allenges ® Any potential San Diego-Phoenix
Col direct connection is circuitous between
Bakersfield San Diego-Yuma and crosses the
é'\ ® | as \legas i
border with Mexico
Barstow
b
Flagstaff
q ® Tulsa
® (7 ®
Los Angeles Albuquerque Oklahoma
@ Oklahoma g
Legend - i ‘ |_
, ® Phoenix
Baseline Netv_lork YU ma .
T o Atizona |
Baseline Projects New Mexico
Preferred Routes
L d Denverf Houston ‘TU Ccson
@ | 05 Angeles — Denver
— gizzﬁgf—;hz::/rlee;g;is/St, Paul sa n D i e g o \ Ma:s‘
@s» San Francisco — Dallas/Fort Worth / EI PaSO .
s .\/ ’
@ Denver — Minneapolis/St. Paul
e E| Paso - Billings
Preferred Routes Outside of Region
Texas
U.S. Department of Transportation
@ Federal Railroad Administration 167




Stakeholder
and Public
Comments

Conditions

Future
Opportunities

Challenges

&

Little Rock, AR

Connect with Memphis and Nashville
Additional setrvice connecting with Dallas/Fort
Worth

Served by Texas Eagle long-distance route
Direct connections to preferred routes in Marshall,
Dallas/Fort Worth, San Antonio, St. Louis

Evaluate a new route connecting Dallas/Fort
Worth, Little Rock, Memphis

Evaluate revising Dallas/Fort Worth - New York
to connect Little Rock, Memphis, Nashville
Consider Corridor ID Program

Extending Dallas/Fort Worth-Little Rock-
Memphis-Nashville beyond Nashville primarily adds
frequency to markets already served by passenger
rail or included in other preferred routes

Trade offs of serving Oklahoma City-Indianapolis
with Dallas/Forth Worth - New York

Legend

Baseline Network
Long-Distance, Northeast
Corridor, State-Supported,
Baseline Projects

Preferred Routes
@ allas/Fort Worth — Miami
@ Denver — Houston
Phoenix — Minneapolis/St. Paul
Dallas/Fort Worth — New York
Houston — New York
@ San Antonio — Minneapolis/St. Paul
e San Francisco — Dallas/Fort Worth
@ Detroit — New Orleans
@ Dallas/Fort Worth — Atlanta
» El Paso - Billings

Preferred Routes Outside of Region

U.S. Department of Transportation
Federal Railroad Administration

Texas

Indianapolis

e, Denver icas . Y . (Colu
Clty ol o—Cincinnati
Kansas St LOUiS.. Ashla%d
i Newton $Lovisville
dad“ Kentucky
J Missouri
i 1
-~ TuIsa. IT\JasthIe
anoma ennessee
Oklahoma g ;\ . o= Chattano
City Little Rock ® Memphis
Amarillo o Mississippi &Atlan
exico Arkansas Blrmlngham.
Dallas/ Verid /
Fort Worth arshaII er| ian
Midland N — Jackson Montgomery
Mobile Alabama
o-\ /"\
Louisiana pensacola: 12/lanass
Baton Rouge No
New Orleans
San Antonlo ouston
Central Region
Opportunities & Challenges Adding Markets to Preferred Routes
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Nehraska

wolivul

Stakeholdar = Additional service
and Public . . et
= Include in Chicago - Miami
Comments
= Served by the Silver Star long-distance
Conditions _ "o .
= Direct connections to preferred routes

between Jacksonville and Miami

* Evaluate revising Chicago - Miami to
Future
Opportunities =

include Tampa
Planned expansion of Brightline service
to Tampa provide intra-Florida trips

= Circuitous to include Tampa in
Chicago - Miami
= Adds approx. 1.5 hours travel time and
Challenges associated costs
= Adds frequency to market already
served by long-distance passenger rail

(focus is on expanding connections)

Southeast Regione

Legend

Baseline Network
Long-Distance, Northeast
Corridor, State-Supported,
Baseline Projects

Preferred Routes

@ Chicago — Miami

e [allas/Fort Worth — Miami
Houston — New York

@ Detroit — New Orleans

@ Dallas/Fort Worth — Atlanta

Preferred Routes Outside of Region

U.S. Department of Transportation
Federal Railroad Administration

@

or
San Antonio

g —Philadelphia

=

®Des Moines : Ohio
Indiana New Jersey
Indians D.elaware
Opportumhes & Challenges Agglang Markets to Preferreéd Routesiumbus TO—WasRAlggtgngC
City inoi ol olClncmnan \/Y%e,ﬁfa Loton
St Louis
Je . Ashiand Lynchburges ®= Petersburg
ewtgn Louisville Roanoke®Y Virginia
3 Kentucky
Missouri
; North
Tulsa Nashville Se, Charlotte.‘ Carolin3
homa () Tennessee
Na g . o Chattanooga
ty Litle Rock ® Memphis \
Mississippi eAtlanta .
Arkansas Birmingham.‘ Carolina
h—‘O\Marshall B <on Meridiar/ ). Georgia ® Savannah
e ——— = ® Montgomery
Mobile Alabama )
_\ .Jacksonwlle
Louisiana ‘ / PoRGATN Tallahassee
Baton Rouge \.N -
® ew Orleans
Houston Orlando s®

Tampae

Florida
(S
Miami



or
San Antonio

Baseline Network
Long-Distance, Northeast
Corridor, State-Supported,
Baseline Projects

Preferred Routes

@ Chicago — Miami

e [allas/Fort Worth — Miami
Houston — New York

@ Detroit — New Orleans

@ Dallas/Fort Worth — Atlanta

Preferred Routes Outside of Region

U.S. Department of Transportation
Federal Railroad Administration

@

iy ®Des Moines h Ohio é g Philadelphia
Southeast Reglonha- ndiana New Jersey
ey Delaware
Opportunities & Challenges Adding Markets to Prefeit&d Routesiumbus ‘& —e—Washington DC
LJCIIVCI Ndilods lllinois . ’ West \L rt Mary|and
City Q—Clncmnan Virginia orton
St Louis
Siielioldis b0 Ashiand Lynchburg @, ®= Petersburg
and Public ® Connect with Little Rock and Nashville Louisville Roanoke.ﬂ Virginia
Comments Kentucky
= Served by the City of New Otleans long-distance Missouri
» route . North
Conditions Direct connections to preferred routes in Chicago, kg Nashville e Charlone‘. Carolina
Jackson, New Orleans o Tennessee \
- _ - ° h \e” Chattanooga
* Evaluate a new long-distance route connecting : AA m
Dallas/Fort Worth, Little Rock, Memphis, Nashville Little ROCK Mise e . p IS \
Future = Evaluate revising Dallas/Fort Worth - New York SRR \ e;Atlanta South
Opportunities ot Detroit - New Orleans to connect Memphis Arkansas Birmingham ® / Carolina
= Consider Corridor ID for connecting Little Rock- ‘
Memphis-Nashville Marshall B <on Meridian Georgia @ Savannah
= A long-distance route connecting Little Rock- t’*—— e Montgomery
Memphis-Nashville primarily adds frequency to , Alabama
markets already served by passenger rail or included M0blle Jacksonville
Challenges .
in other preferred routes
Trade offs of serving Nashville-Birmingham or Louisiana Pensacola Ta"ahassee
Oklahoma City-St. Louis Baton Rouge‘\o
() New Orleans | PS
Legend HOUSton Orlando

Tampa @

Florida
Ony
Miami



Nehraska

wolivul

Stakeholder =
and Public

Comments =

Additional service along the Crescent
long-distance route
Connect with Nashville and Mempbhis

= Served by the Crescent long-distance
route, and state-supported routes

= Direct connections to preferred routes
in Atlanta, Lynchburg

Conditions

* Evaluate revising Houston - New ity
York to connect Chatlotte
Consider Corridor ID for enhanced

state-supported service

Future
Opportunities ™

= Primarily adds frequency to matkets
already served by the Crescent long-
distance route
Challenges ® Trade offs of serving Chattanooga-
Roanoke
= (Circuitous connections west from

Charlotte toward Nashville

Legend .
San Antonio

Baseline Network
Long-Distance, Northeast
Corridor, State-Supported,
Baseline Projects

Preferred Routes

@ Chicago — Miami

e [allas/Fort Worth — Miami
Houston — New York

@ Detroit — New Orleans

@ Dallas/Fort Worth — Atlanta

Preferred Routes Outside of Region

U.S. Department of Transportation
Federal Railroad Administration

@

Southeast Regione
Opportunities & Challenges Adding Markets to Preferiéd Routesumbus

Ndilods

City

lahoma ()

ma.

Little Rock
( }

\—"

®
Houston

@®Des Moines

\
Jackson Me”d‘%f/ 2

It Marshall

g —Philadelphia
New Jersey
Delaware

S=e—Washington DC
.\ Maryland
Lorton

®= Petersburg

: Ohio ‘
Indiana

Indian-

West
Virginia

lllinois Y Q!Clncmnan

Ashland
Louisville

St Lows.‘ Lynchburg e,

Roanoke.ﬂ Virginia
Kentucky

Nashville Jq Chgrloﬂe..

Tennessee

Missouri
North

Carolina

e Chattanooga
® Memphis

Mississippi
Birmingham(g,

e;Atlanta South

Arkansas Carolina

Geoidl @ Savannah
eorgia

e Montgomery
Alabama :
Jacksonwlle

Mobile
Louisiana

\ﬁ
. / o Tallahgssee
Baton Rouge ™ “===e

New Orleans

Orlando =®

Tampa @

Florida
(S
Miami
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Prioritization Methodology - Evaluation Categories

Category Metrics
—_—
LEVEL OF COMPLEXITY * Number of Host Rgﬂroads and Users
* Passenger Rail Readiness
* Improved Long-Distance Access
* Improved Access to Communities Weighting of the
LEVEL OF BENEFITS * Implementability Benefit —— categories based on
* Network Effect stakeholder input
* Connectivity
LEVEL OF COST * Operating and Maintenance Costs
—/

U.S. Department of Transportation EgﬁlG- DISTANCE

(./ Federal Railroad Administration 173 SERVICE STUDY




Prioritization Methodology

Category Metrics

= Number of Host Railroads and Users

o Evaluate the complexity of working with multiple railroads

LEVEL OF COMPLEXITY

o Identity the number of host railroads and passenger rail service
operators within the preferred route

= Passenger Rail Readiness

o Evaluate the improvements required to enable any passenger rail
operations

o ldentify the percent of route miles requiring upgrades to track
class 4, including signalization, communications, and PTC

FRA

U.S. Department of Transportation LONG-DISTANCE
(v Federal Railroad Administration 174 SERVICE STUDY




Prioritization Methodology

Category Metrics

Evaluate the potential beneficial outcomes from the construction,
LEVEL OF BENEFITS operation, availability, and use of the preferred routes

= Improved Long-Distance Access: Number of stations with
new access to long-distance passenger rail service
= Improved Access to Communities:
v Additional people on tribal lands or in rural areas
v Additional services accessible

= Implementability Benefit: Selected passenger service-
required cost savings from shared improvements

= Network Effect: Number of shared stations and segments
= Connectivity: Estimated demand for intra-route trips

U.S. Department of Transportation EgﬁJG-DISTANCE
@ Federal Railroad Administration 175 SERVICE STUDY




Prioritization Methodology

Category Metrics

= Operating and Maintenance Costs

LEVEL OF COST

o Evaluate the operating and maintenance costs by preferred route

o ldentify the annual operating and maintenance costs per route mile

FRA
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Approach to Rating

Rated the Metrics 1-5 (Worst to Best)

coMPLEXITY I 1.0.020" ¢ ¢

= Level of Complexity: most to least complex

LEVEL OF

= Level of Benefits: least to most benefits

LEVEL OF BENEFIT ngh (50%) = J.evel of Costs: most to least costs

= Combined the metrics to form a composite score
for each category

" Weighting categories based on stakeholder input

137/ Mo Xele} Ml Low (10%)

FRA
LONG-DISTANCE
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Initial Rating by Preferred Route

Rating -
Preferred Route (Weighted)

Houston - New York 14
Chicago - Miami 11 u
Dallas/Fort Worth - New York 11

Denver - Houston

O

Los Angeles - Denver

Phoenix - Minneapolis/St. Paul

San Francisco - Dallas/Fort Worth
Detroit - New Orleans

Dallas/Fort Worth - Atlanta

San Antonio - Minneapolis/St. Paul
Denver - Minneapolis/St. Paul
Dallas/Fort Worth - Miami

Seattle - Denver

El Paso - Billings 5
Seattle - Chicago (North Coast Hiawatha)* not applicable

~J 1 OO0 OO0 VO VO O v O

Daily Cardinal* not applicable
Daily Sunset Limited* not applicable
*Included in the Corridor ID Program

Assessment of the complexity, benefits, and cost metrics
evaluated for this study

Weighted results may provide guidance on future priorities
regarding the next phase of project planning; these ratings
do not reflect prioritization for implementation funding

Weighted results provide for a rating between 3 and 15

Rating informs the prioritization
o 3 = lowest priority for implementation

o0 15 = highest priority for implementation
Corridor ID Program provides funding for project development
activities and next steps towards project implementation:

O Seattle - Chicago (North Coast Hiawatha)

o0 Daily Cardinal
©  Daily Sunset Limited

Ratings for the following preferred routes were revised after the June 2024 Regional Working Group FRA

Federal Railroad Administration to 9, San Antonio - Minneapolis/St. Paul changed from 9 to 8, El Paso - Billings changed from 6 to 5. 178 SERVICE STUDY

( U.S. Department of Transportation Meetings based on a review of the level of complexity category: Denver - Houston changed from 10 LONG-DISTANCE




Inclusion of Cardinal and Sunset Limited

= Selected into the Corridor ID Program in 2023 for
advancing project planning activities, not implementation

Cardinal: Chicago-

| . New York
= Daily Cardinal
o  Evaluate passenger rail route infrastructure improvements to
increase train speeds and reduce travel times between Sunset Limited: Los
Indianapolis and Dyer, Indiana Ange|e s-New Orleans

o Improve service in Indiana, Ohio, West Virginia
O  Better connectivity to the passenger rail network in Chicago
and along the Northeast Corridor
= Daily Sunset Limited
o  Evaluate restoring passenger rail service to Phoenix, Arizona
o Improve service Arizona, New Mexico, Texas, Louisiana

O  Better connectivity to the passenger rail network in Los
Angeles, San Antonio, New Otleans

U.S. Department of Transportation EgﬁJG-DISTANCE
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Preferred Routes

Corridor ID Program

Additional Preferred Routes

Iafiell Frogieiin SSSSIEs 1o Mgl Next steps: Initiate Project Planning

Project Development Activities

= Seattle - Chicago [ = Houston - New York " Detroit - New Orleans I
(North Coast Hiawatha) o Chicago - Miami =  Dallas/Fort Worth - Atlanta :

" Daily Cardinal . = Dallas /Fort Worth - New York =  San Antonio - Minneapolis/St. Paul :
" Daily Sunset Limited | = Denver - Houston = Denver - Minneapolis/St. Paul :
: * Los Angeles - Denver =  Dallas/Fort Worth - Miami :

| = Phoenix - Minneapolis/St. Paul = Seattle - Denver :

| = San Francisco - Dallas/Fort Worth » El Paso - Billings :

\ /

There is currently no sustained funding or program to advance the
development of preferred routes identified by this study

FRA
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FRA Project Lifecycle and Program Framework

NHEH Project Project

F. |D i (0] t'
Planning Planning Development InaliDesigh peration

)\

| | | |
Regional & State Rail Corridor Identification & Fed State Partnership / Other Restoration &
Planning Development Program Federal Funding Programs Enhancement
Program
U.S. Department of Transportation FRA
(v Federal Railroad Administration 181 Eg&“ﬁ&[é'gﬁ’é?




Implementation Considerations

Project Planning

Key Considerations For = Service Final Design &
Implementation

* Funding and preparation of a
service development plan ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘
Industry capacity to plan and

implement a new long-distance

Development Plan Construction

route , Project | Operations
Coordinating and agreement ; Development | - Ongoing
with the host railroads and . PE/NEPA operating funds

passenger rail service operators

Funding and acquisition of fleet $$% " fleet Priocuremen’r
Funding for construction o
. c . C
Sustained funding for operations T $9
=

Potential 15+ Year Timeline For New Routes

FRA
U.S. Department of Transportation LONG-DISTANCE
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Key Project Planning Tasks AFTER the Study

= Prepare a Service Development Plan
o Coordinate with host railroads and other key stakeholders
o Refine route, service, and passenger service-required projects identified under this study

o Identify other capital projects including potential track capacity and operational improvement
projects assoclated with the preferred routes

o Develop conceptual engineering and investment concepts

Unknown Costs

Costs Estimated for To be determined based on
future studies and analysis

Selected Passenger Service-Required Projects

+

( (
| 1
| |I
| |I
| 1
| 1
| |I
l ll

Track Class 4, Stations and Vehicles Other Capital Projects Total Estimated
including Maintenance (Rolling Stock) Including Track Capacity Capital Costs
Signalization Facilities and Operational
and PTC Improvement Projects

U.S. Department of Transportation
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Ongoing Long-Distance Collaboration

= Currently, no permanent forum for stakeholders to discuss or engage with
long-distance service.

= Based on what we heard during the regional working group meetings and
recetving over 47K comments after the last round of meetings, there’s a strong
desire for more opportunities for feedback and discussion.

= Common themes include support for:
o Regionally-based opportunities for engagement
o Strong federal role in coordination
o Independent, transparent process

o A forum for interested parties — including state DOTs, local and regional government
representatives, Tribes, non-profits, interstate compacts, and other entities - to provide

feedback / guidance on proposed plans and policies.

FRA
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Ideas for Ongoing Long-Distance Planning & Collaboration

* Ongoing Long-Distance Collaboration
o TFRA 1s considering ideas for a new Long-Distance Public Committee, which may need to be
established by Congress.

o This committee could focus on ongoing feedback for current Amtrak long-distance service,
including engagement / marketing, customer service, and other policy discussions.

* Ongoing Long-Distance Planning
o TFRA 1s considering ideas for a recurring, high-level long-distance planning process, potentially
updated approximately every five years.

o This process, led by FRA, could be similar to State Rail Plans or other comparable transportation
investment plans, focusing on the status and needs of current Amtrak long-distance service, as well

as needs for potential future service.
= FRA heard significant support for these ideas during regional working group meetings
earlier this year and will continue to consider these ideas.

U.S. Department of Transportation EgﬁJG-DISTANCE
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&

Long-Distance Public Committee: Potential Models for Consideration

Transit Agency Rider
Advisory
Committees

Regional and
Federal Committees
Providing Guidance

on Transit and/or

Passenger Rall

U.S. Department of Transportation
Federal Railroad Administration

Passenger Rall
Advocacy Groups

Committees
Providing Guidance

to States with State-
Sponsored Amtrak
Service

187
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Preliminary Findings

" Authorization & Purpose

o Models often required state authorizing legislation to create a regional entity
o Federal group could be created by Congress — like SATPRC, or the Northeast Corridor Commission

— or via formal process for developing an Advisory Committee, with coordination across several
federal entities

o Some groups are charged with specific tasks in authorizing legislation (developing policies,
commenting on budgets, etc.), although scope can grow (formally and informally) over time

= Membership & Structure

o Need clear guidelines on appointment process, including appointing entities, and requirements for
member representation and terms; could be detailed in a charter or authorizing legislation

o Could be one group, or regional groups that coordinate on specific tasks, such as policy
recommendations

* Funding

o Funding options are varied — group could be funded as part of an agency budget, pass-through
grant, via shared funding agreements across multiple funding partners, or other means

FRA
LONG-DISTANCE

( U.S. Department of Transportation
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Ongoing Long-Distance Planning

= FRA is considering ideas for a recurring, high-level long-distance planning process,
potentially updated approximately every five years, documenting:

v Existing long-distance network needs to maintain reliable service; estimated
costs; and status of ongoing projects and planning efforts.

v Recommended long-distance passenger rail programs and investments for
future service development plans, which could be used to populate a long-
distance project pipeline.

= This process, led by FRA, could be similar to State Rail Plans or other
comparable transportation investment plans, focusing on the status and needs
of current service, as well as potential network enhancement opportunities.

* Any new planning process would involve significant stakeholder

engagement.
( U.S. Department of Transportation EgﬁJG-DISTANCE
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Ongoing Long-Distance Planning: State Rail Plan Example

Table 7: Passenger Rail Projects

B
. Cost Diiscoar
. . . P . ’ . s 3
Figure 8: Passenger Corridor Priorities to implement the Governor’s 25-Year Vision Program (2014 doilas) | Funding Source(s) | Timeframe | atn
Prioritization Criteria to Washington, DC Wi-Fi on Piedmont - Add Wi-Fi to 20 cars $630K | State Rail Program | 2015-2016 2,
. oy . . and New York, NY . = . .
—Pt}pulamn within 10 and 30 miles of corridor Q Richmond,VA Positive 'Imu:l Contrel (PTC) - installed on 8 52.125M | State Rail Program 2016
-2030 population within 30 miles of corridor ! e —
C p:ﬁ}pnd 2040 volu llel hiah [ phas infrastructure to suppert PTC
-Lurrenta Vo mon parallel hig IW&}‘S Ongeing maintenance for FTC State Rail Program 2016-future
-Current and 2040 congestion on parallel highways . : - : :
_Connections fo majm activ It)’ centers ynchbarg, VA ml:blil:;uugh Starion, track - Construct station 58.4M |;STI_.l'iu':.al:evl-:alaIJ 2018
—Passenger trains volumes in comridor Q‘ 9 o Wastingion, DC 2k 2 r ; b=t
| 3 3 3 - il Fourth and Fifth frequencies - New equipment 354M | Federal, CMAQ, 2017-2018 ¢
Inclusion along federally-designated Southeast Corridor ! _ and New York, m‘ _ O Hampton Roads, VA (locomotive, communieations control unit, lounge cars, State Rail Program | (4th Erequency) c
1 to Waslhington, {X - and eoach cars) to add a 5th frequency and expand 2019
/ and New York, NY Capital Yard Mechanical Farility, including extending (5th frequency) :
i T north and south lead tracks 6.
Wil Wi Ongeing maintenance (4th = 2017; 5th » 2019) State Rail Program 2017-future
Q;}",;‘-s!'-'l----..c)____ Salem Mew equipment to replace existing Carolinian trainsets $76,6M | Federal (Amtrak), 2020-2035
-'""'" that are nearing the end of their service life State (through
~1 ___/ payments for state
pd W supported services)
A 45\ O‘-ﬂ O'-'-'-'-'i'-ﬂ:--‘_ New Stations at Lexington and Harrisburg and $2374M Federal, ST1/ 2020-2035
o~ A Cﬂ’ Salisbury associated track improvements Loeal Funds
o - - @' Charlotte Gateway Station - new /relocated station and $210M FTA grant, 2020-2035
: 2% Kai : :
sﬁvsg' 3 9 nnapolis associated track improvements STI/Local funds
At .#squ# @ . ?gnrim Ongeing maintenance and operations State Rail Program | 2020-future
/ e T — ~
Murphy O P = AL T
S fo Atlanta, GA == A Full Southeast Corridor Implementation $3.8E | Federal, State 2035
_ .= Spartanburg, SC Rodk BLSC (Raleigh-Richmond)
Greenville, SC H Ongeing maintenance and operations State Rail Program | 2035-future
to Flortda
1= Western North Carolina Services
= Existing Passenger Train Service ] _ Western NC Thruway Bus Service - Fartner with /A Amtrak 2016
——— Existing Amtrak Thru-Way and Connecting Bus Service ! fo Fiorida Amtrak to implement Thruway bus service between
Federally-Designated Southeast Corridor :' the Piedmont area of NC and Asheville
e Potential Southeastern NC and Western NC (!_) Columbia, 5C Wgstem_NC Passenger S_erﬂ'.ce' - Add new connecting $405.3M Federal, State 2020-2035
Passenger Train Service rail service between Salisbury and Asheville
mmmm  Potential Passenger Rail Study Corridors Andrews to Murphy $16.4M Federal, State 2020-2024
e Potential Thruway Bus Service Expansion Ongoing maintenance and operations State Rail Program | 2035-future

Potential New Station/Station Upgrade

Eastern/Southeastern North Carolina Service

Cratian imnrmramants Foeettawillea Wilcan Calmal L R-1] Fadaral Srata N1aInIg
Image source: N.C. Department of Transportation Comprehensive State Rail Plan (2015)
. FRA
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Other new IPR Engagement: STB Passenger Rail Advisory Committee

" The Surface Transportation Board (STB) recently established a Passenger Rail
Advisory Committee (PRAC) to provide advice and guidance to STB on
passenger rail issues. This is a new committee. It has not yet had a meeting;

= STB is an independent federal agency charged with the economic regulation of
various modes of surface transportation, primarily freight rail; it also has jurisdiction
over certain passenger rail matters.

= STB is separate from, and independent of; FRA, as well as Amtrak.

" PRAC — which has members from across the rail industry, including passenger and
freight rail, as well as rail funding entities and advocacy organizations — has a wide
scope that includes providing recommendations to STB on issues like improving
efficiency on passenger rail routes; reducing disputes between passenger rail carriers
and freight rail hosts; and improving regulatory processes related to intercity
passenger rail.

FRA
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CLOSING AND
NEXT STEPS

FRA
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Final Report Elements

= Elements of the final report:

O

O O O O O O O

ITJA Study Requirements

Opportunities, Challenges, and Study Limitations

Study Approach

Summary of Public and Stakeholder Engagement

Preferred Route Options for Restoring or Enhancing Long-Distance Service
Inventory of Selected Capital Projects

Estimated Costs and Public Benefits; potential federal and non-federal funding sources

Recommendations for methods by which Amtrak could work with communities and
organizations to improve public use of intercity passenger rail service along each route

= Final report to Congtress later in 2024

FRA
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@

Opportunities and Challenges

Opportunities

Establishes options for potential
tuture long-distance service, in
response to legislative requirements,

examining broad needs, challenges,
and opportunities.

Identifies regions where potential
new service could provide economic
and social benefits.

Demonstrates support for restoring
long-distance intercity passenger rail
services and exploring the creation
of new long-distance routes.

Satisfies an early step in the FRA
project lifecycle to identify actions
needed to enhance long-distance
service

U.S. Department of Transportation
Federal Railroad Administration

" Documents high-level analysis.

Substantial additional analysis and
resources are required prior to
implementation.

Identifies only certain passenger
service-required capital projects.
Future identification and analysis of
additional capital projects, including
those related to capacity, requires
additional time and resources,
including coordination with host
railroads and other stakeholders.

Requires significant unidentified
funding for planning, infrastructure

improvements, fleet needs, and
ongoing operating support.

sadua||eyd
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Moving Forward

Report to ‘H

Congress

e Complete later in 2024

e Establish options for
restoring and
expanding long-
distance service

*Include ideas for
ongoing collaboration
and planning

* Acknowledge the
need for additional
analysis, coordination,
funding

U.S. Department of Transportation

(v Federal Railroad Administration

Corridor ID

* Provides sustained
support for new or
improved passenger
corridors through
planning and project
development stages

*Includes some long-
distance routes

Daily Cardinal
Daily Sunset
Limited

North Coast
Hiawatha

Comments
Received

* Maintain a database
of comments for
reference in future
planning processes

195
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Thank You!

= After the final report is submitted to ™ o g |
Congress, it will be published on the gw’? “"‘\“ ﬁ
study and FRA websites. . ‘ 2

= www.fralongdistancerailstudy.org

( U.S. Department of Transportation
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http://www.fralongdistancerailstudy.org/

THANK YOU

FRA
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