How were the Corridor
Alternatives Evaluated?
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I-75 Corridor
-Best Performing Alternative-

Number of Stations: 8

- Temporary impacts 4 Length: 128 mi
: " Projected 2040 Ridership: 11,725 passengers
due to construction/ = End-to-end Travel Time: 88 min

Implementation

- Ridership - Capital Cost - Key Resource
- Travel Time Areas

-Worst Performing Alternative-
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Number of Stations: 8

DU l l l " m Em m m Em == === === Ran klng Category. Ee 3 Soimbeuriie . O H A% L el e T s T S A | " Projected 2040 Ridership: 8,556 passengers

. ‘} End-to-end Travel Time: 95 min
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Needs Measures

Corridor Alternative

-75 East [|-75/Rome

Enhance regional Time to Travel Corridor Alternative
transportation mobility End to End

and accessibility Daily Ridership

Spur economic growth
and regional vitality
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Capital cost
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Minimize Proportion of Corridor Alternative
environmental impacts within Existing Transportation Corridor

Noise-sensitive Land Uses

4 ‘-.‘ R
'* ,“ii. i

. % i
Kenpesay

oo

Braswell

Vibration-sensitive Land Uses
Known Historic Resources

Wetlands
Stream Crossings
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Floodplains

Parks and Wildlife Refuges

Known Threatened and Endangered
L Species Habitat y
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Atlanta to Cha&anooga High Speed Ground Transportation Project A A A .
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