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This study is a ridership forecasting study to assess the viability
of commuter rail service on the NCRR corridor

k The study was motivated by the NCRI
potential value of commuter rail on the 140 -mile study corridor to the
citizens of the state

A ¢

|t foll ows NCRROs 2008 Shared Corri
which determined necessary capital improvements for shared freight
and commuter operations on the 140 -mile study corridor

A ¢

The study corridor includes the NCRR line between Greensboro and
Goldsboro, as well as the Chapel Hill spur

A ¢

The study includes ridership forecasts for 2012, 2017, and 2022, using
2009 as the base model year
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To evaluate commuter rail on the corridor, we developed a new
regional demand model, incorporating three existing models
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Fare Table

1 Zone
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2 Zones
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3 Zones
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4 Zones

$9
$10

5 Zones

6 Zones

g
D
(@)}
(Vs ]
Q
&
©
g
%
|

NCRR Commuter Rail Study




Base scenario ridership estimates indicate strong future growth

Scenario Daily Ridership Annual Ridership
2009 Base Scenario 4 637 1.21M
2012 Base Scenario 4 558 1.18M
2017 Base Scenario 6,275 1.63M
2022 Base Scenario 11,150 2.90M

k Ridership growth is initially slow, but picks up significantly in the later
model years

k The 2009 base scenario ridership forecast would rank the commuter
rail service 16 out of 23 US commuter rail systems
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Ridership growth is focused I n t

Base Scenario Comparison (40-minute peak headways in all years)
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