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River Crossing Parkway Alternatives Study

Preliminary River Crossing Options

= 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

— While not a Planning and Environment
Linkages (PEL) study, this study
followed PEL processes for various
crossing alternatives
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Work Conducted

= Development of Purpose
and Need

= Agency Coordination

= Stakeholder and Public
Engagement

= |dentification and
Evaluation of Alternative
Corridors

= Sketch and Cost VAT | oo R T
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Evaluation of Alternative Corridors

| Legend
|
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= Environmental Screening "R 7 /
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— Cultural Resources

— Built and Planned Development i F

= Public Input
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Screening Results and Outcome

= Options A, B-1, B-2, and C were all
considered as viable

= Option D was not recommended
and has been screened out

= While all alternatives will be
considered in NEPA, a locally
preferred alternative is required to
advance to the next phase

= The FAMPO Policy Board passed a _1 vi b ]
resolution on June 16 , 2025 to A A il \ “Fa_.'.'v = 8
endorse Option C as the Locally =1 §ERiatho
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Recent Updates

= Concept sketch developed for
Option C

= Planning level cost estimate
developed for Option C

= Report updated to acknowledge
the Technology Overlay District

= Addressing comments received
by stakeholders

MATCH LINE STA 104+50, SEE SHEET 1"
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Next Steps

= Adopt the report

= Pursue Build Grant Application (2026) for

— Engineering and NEPA
» All options will be evaluated at a finer level of detail

» Amore detailed environmental investigation would be conducted under FHWA
consultation

» Mitigation strategies will need to be identified
» Incorporates robust public engagement
» Goal is to identify a preferred alternative that would advance to final design

= Potentially a Smart Scale Application, now or in the future.
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