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Freight Rail/Passenger Rail Partnership Research Study 3. What examples come to mind of cases where agreements were not reached, even

Interview Script and Questions though substantial efforts were made? Why did these efforts fail?
4. Are shared-use railroad corridor agreements more problematic for the freight
Survey Purpose railroads or passenger rail agencies? Why?
To better understand the current state of passenger rail/freight rail partnerships in the U.S. 5. Do current shared-use railroad corridor agreements have an impact on economic
in order to encourage best policies and practices in the future. Specifically, we are competitiveness? Are they generally positive or negative?
interested in learning more about agreements between freight railroad companies and 6. What have been some of the common elements of best practices in shared-use
passenger rail operators concerning shared-use railroad corridors. railroad corridor agreements?
7. Should the shared use of freight rail corridors by passenger rail operators be
This research project uses the following Federal Railroad Administration definitions. promoted and supported as a government policy? Why or why not? If it should,
’ what programs or mechanisms would be most effective at encouraging expansion
A shared-use railroad corridor is a broad term that includes three different sharing of shared use railroad corridors? If not, what is the best way to accommodate
arrangements, specifically: increased demand for passenger rail services?
o Shared track, where the trains of two or more rail service providers operate over 8. What do you believe is the future of shared-use railroad corridor agreements?

the same tracks.

e Shared right-of-way, where two rail services are operated on separate parallel
tracks having a track centerline separation less than 30 feet. Separation may be
referenced in shared-corridor agreements between railroads, for example, as
limiting the kinds of permitted operation or requiring specific safety precautions.

e Shared corridors, where track centerline separation is between 30 and 200 feet.
Two hundred feet is considered the outer limit of separation where an accident on
one line could interfere with operations on the other.

Survey Objectives
e To determine who is involved in shared-use railroad corridor agreements

o To determine the current locations where shared-use corridor agreements are

found

To determine locations where new shared-use corridor agreements may soon start

To determine the general nature of shared-use corridor agreements

To obtain the background on the development of corridor sharing agreements

To obtain information on the positive and negative experiences of developing

shared-use corridor agreements

e To determine the impact on economic competitiveness of corridor sharing
agreements

¢ To determine the best practices in corridor sharing agreements

e To determine the best policies in corridor sharing agreements

With this information in mind, we would like to ask you the following questions:

Survey Questions (General Respondents)

1. What examples come to your mind when thinking about the best shared-use
railroad corridor agreements? Why do you consider these examples to be the best?

2. Likewise, what examples come to mind when thinking about the worst shared-use
railroad corridor agreements? Why are they problematic?
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Rail companies across the globe are in need of architecture that is scalable and extensible that can support their business 24X7 reducing the risks and

development cycles.

Through our consulting practice, RTS helps Rail companies both in Passenger and Freight, better align their IT strategy and initiatives to their business goals .

We take responsibility for implementing these strategies, delivering superior results,

With our deep Rail Industry and technology expertise, and a fully integrated end-to-end managed services offering, we enable Rail companies to improve

their service guality and service levels for business users and customers.
We also help the Rail operators establish an enterprise T strategy to achieve their business goals.

RTS launched its first commercially available revenue management for rail industry in 1999 with implementation at Swedish rail. Our teams apply yvears of
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Freight Rail/Passenger Rail Partnership Research Study
Interview Script and Questions

Survey Purpose

To better understand the current state of passenger rail/freight rail partnerships in the U.S.
in order to encourage best policies and practices in the future. Specifically, we are
interested in learning more about agreements between freight railroad companies and
passenger rail operators concerning shared-use railroad corridors.

 This research project uses the following Federal Railroad Administration definitions.

A shared-use railroad corridor is a broad term that includes three different sharing
arrangements, specifically:

o Shared track, where the trains of two or more rail service providers operate over
the same tracks.

o Shared right-of-way, where two rail services are operated on separate parallel
tracks having a track centerline separation less than 30 feet. Separation may be
referenced in shared-corridor agreements between railroads, for example, as
limiting the kinds of permitted operation or requiring specific safety precautions.

« Shared corridors, where track centerline separation is between 30 and 200 feet.
Two hundred feet is considered the outer limit of separation where an accident on
one line could interfere with operations on the other.

Survey Objectives

« To determine who is involved in shared-use railroad corridor agreements

o To determine the current locations where shared-use corridor agreements are
found

« To determine locations where new shared-use corridor agreements may soon start

* To determine the general nature of shared-use corridor agreements

*To obtain the background on the development of corridor sharing agreements

 To obtain information on the positive and negative experiences of developing
shared-use corridor agreements

« To determine the impact on economic competitiveness of corridor sharing
agreements

«To determine the best practices in corridor sharing agreements

o determine the best policies in corridor sharing agreements

‘With this information in mind, we would like to ask you the following questions:

Survey Questions (General Respondents)

. What examples come to your mind when thinking about the best shared-use

railroad corridor ‘Why do you consider les to be the best?
Likewise, what examples come to mind when thinking about the worst shared-use
railroad corridor Why are they

»

E

=

8.

. What examples come to mind of cases where agreements were not reached, even

though substantial efforts were made? Why did these efforts fail?

shared: ilroad corridor i for the freight
railroads or passenger rail agencies? Why?
Do current shared-use railroad corridor agreements have an impact on economic
competitiveness? Are they generally positive or negative?
‘What have been some of the common elements of best practices in shared-use
railroad corridor agreements?
Should the shared use of freight rail corridors by passenger rail operators be
promoted and supported as a government policy? Why or why not? If it should,

what progr ould be most effective at expansion
of shared use railroad corridors? Ifnot, what is the best way to accommodate
increased demand for passenger rail services?

What do you believe is the future of shared-use railroad corridor agreements?
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Rail companies across the globe are in need of architecture that is scalable and extensible that can support their business 24%7 reducing the risks and

development cycles.

Through our consulting practice, RTS helps Rail companies both in Passenger and Freight, better align their IT strategy and initiatives to their business goals .

We take responsibility for implementing these strategies, delivering superior results

With our deep Rail Industry and technology expertise, and a fully integrated end-to-end managed services offering, we enable Rail companies to improve

their service quality and service levels for business users and customers.
We also help the Rail operators establish an enterprise IT strategy to achieve their business goals.

RTS launched its first commercially available revenue management for rail industry in 1999 with implementation at Swedish rail. Qur teams apply years of
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