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River Crossing Parkway Alternatives Study

 Purpose
– FAMPO is working towards 

an eventual NEPA 
certification of a preferred 
alternative and funding 
applications of a new 
crossing west of I-95 across 
the Rappahannock River

– This effort follows a Planning 
and Environment Linkages 
(PEL) alternatives study for 
various crossing alternatives
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Preliminary Consultant-Preferred Options Presented to the Public

 Options evaluated on Environmental Screening, Public Support, Travel Demand, and 
Intersection Delay

 Option B-1 was not advanced as B-2 avoids proposed development while retaining same 
termini
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Option
Intersection 
Delay Rank

Environmental 
Rank

Public Support 
Rank

Travel Demand 
Rank

Total

Option A 2 1 1 4 8
Option B-2 4 3 2 1 10
Option C 3 2 3 2 10
Option D 1 4 4 3 12

 Option A
 Provides a high reduction in 

intersection delay within the 
study area

 Most favorable environmental 
screening results

 High level of public support

 Option C
 Provides next best reduction in intersection delay within the study area
 Favorable environmental screening results
 Has reduced impact to the Rappahannock Preservation Area and proposed development than 

Option B-2
 Final preferred option to be determined following public engagement



Public Meeting #2

 Conducted on November 2, 2024 at 
FredNats Stadium

 Presented crossing options for 
consideration

 Presented results of environmental and 
traffic analyses

 Approximately 150 citizens attended the 
public meeting

 Citizens reviewed the meeting exhibits 
and spoke directly with FAMPO and study 
consultant staff

 87 surveys were submitted in-person
 19 surveys were submitted by mail
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Online Survey 

 Online Survey ran November 20, 
2024 through January 3, 2025

 1,395 Surveys Completed
 Questions replicated in-person 

survey from meeting
 While an open comment section 

was included in the original survey, 
an additional option to submit a 
“No Build” response without 
completing the survey was added to 
the study website
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Responses by Zip Code

 Majority of responses received from 
Stafford Zip Codes at 907 responses 
received
– Over 600 responses from 22406

 Spotsylvania had the next highest 
response rate with 350 responses 
received

 166 responses were received from 
Fredericksburg

 Responses from outside of the region 
received from Culpeper, Orange, 
Prince William, Fauquier, and 
Richmond among others
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How did you hear about the Rappahannock River Crossing Parkway 
Alternatives Study and the November 20th Public Meeting?

 The majority of participants were 
notified of the Public Input 
opportunity via Social Media with 
968 responding

 Email was the second highest 
method of notification

 Neighborhood meetings, 
neighborhood community notices 
and neighborhood newsletters 
were frequently identified as 
“Other” sources
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Do you live, work or travel through the Stafford County and City of 
Fredericksburg areas?

 1,240 respondents indicating 
traveling through the area

 958  respondents live in the area
 667 respondents work in the area
 No respondents selected “None of 

These”
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How frequently do you use these roads to travel across the Rappahannock 
River? 
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How often are you delayed due to traffic at 
these river crossings?



Why do you travel across the Rappahannock River?

 Shopping was the highest reason 
for crossing the river

 Access to Route 3, Entertainment, 
Visiting Family/Friends, and 
Access to US 17 all received 
similar response rates

 Frequent “other” responses 
included medical/doctor 
appointments, church, and 
restaurants
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Rank your Option preference on a scale from 1 to 5 (1 being the most- and 5 
being the least-preferred)
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Rank your Option preference on a scale from 1 to 5 (1 being the most- and 5 
being the least-preferred)
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 Option A received the highest 
responses as the most preferred 
option, followed by B-2

 Option D was the least preferred 
option

 In addition, 54 responses 
indicated a preference for a No-
Build option

Rank 1 Rank 2 Rank 3 Rank 4 Rank 5
Option A 526 253 112 265 332
Option B-1 222 620 383 150 87
Option B-2 424 273 395 305 71
Option C 91 151 508 499 220
Option D 229 169 66 246 764



Do you have any other comments or questions? (Summary)

 Concerns About Traffic and Safety: Many comments express concerns about increased traffic 
and safety issues, particularly in residential areas and 55+ communities. There are worries about 
noise, pollution, and the impact on property values.

 Preference for Specific Options: Several comments indicate a preference for specific options, 
with some favoring Option A for its lower impact on people and houses, while others prefer Option 
B-2 for its minimal environmental impact and use of existing infrastructure.

 Environmental and Historical Preservation: Numerous comments highlight the importance of 
preserving the environment and historical sites. There are concerns about the impact on natural 
preserves, reforestation, and conservation of species.

 Need for Improved Infrastructure: Many comments emphasize the need for improved 
infrastructure, including better road connections, pedestrian walkways, and noise barriers. There 
is also a call for more effective communication and transparency in the planning process.

 Mixed Opinions on Project Necessity: There are mixed opinions on the necessity of the project, 
with some residents strongly supporting the new river crossing to alleviate traffic, while others 
believe it is unnecessary and prefer a 'no build' option.
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Next Steps



Next Steps – Consultant Preferred Option

 Consultant team is reviewing comments in combination with results 
of environmental and traffic analysis for determination of consultant 
preferred option

 Consultant preferred option to be presented at February Policy Board 
meeting

 Following determination of consultant preferred option, detailed cost 
estimate and alignment sketch will be developed in parallel with 
study report
– Estimated 2-3 months depending on selected option
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