PHNST: Evaluation Criteria
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LEVEL 1 Criteria - Significance

1.1 Segment is in general conformance with the National Trail System Act
1.2 Segment supports the purpose and significance statement for the PHNST
1.3 Segment meets administrative criteria for acceptance into the PHNST system

LEVEL 2 Criteria - Land Ownership and Funding Sources

1o 2.1 Segments do not involve federal lands and funding
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L L LE A 2.2 Segments are in general conformance with the Loudoun Linear Parks and Trails Plan (LPAT)

2.3 Segments do not involve private land through cooperative partnership

LEVEL 3 Criteria - Trail Specific Criteria

of NVRC)

Trail Experience Issues

3.1 Segment is within visual corridor or provides direct connecting route to Potomac River
39 Provides direct access between PHNST destination as identified in the NVRC Corridor
' Analysis, LPAT, or other Loudoun County planning documents
3.3 Enhances outdoor recreation potential/user type served
Enhances relevance, access, and participation on national trails for traditionally : LR " mdan oL Ry
3-4 o, o Catoctin Creek. a tributary of the Potomac and a Virginia Scenic River Flood prone lands at Potomac Wayside Park near Harpers Ferry
underrepresented and underserved communities
35 Provides alternate or braided trail experience for user types that may not be suitable for use
' on the designated route

Resource Issues

3.6 Avoids or minimizes impacts to flood prone lands

3.7 Avoids or minimizes impacts to wetlands

3.8 Avoids or minimizes impacts to excessively sloping land

3.9 Avoids or minimizes impacts to areas identified by VDCR as Ecological Cores |

3.10 Avoids or minimizes impact to areas with high potential for historic resource e ok s Ot esrl 10

Functional/Safety Issues

3.11 Avoids or mitigates traffic safety/areas of concern

3.12 Avoids or mitigates traffic conflict points/intersections

3.13 Provides greater separation from vehicles or lower roadway volume

3.14 Compatible with adjoining land use AT L—

Sustainability/Management Issues

3.15 Management entity and responsibility

3.16 Trail Segment is supported by visitor infrastructure such as parking and restroom

3.17 Trail segment can be designed using sustainable design principles

3.18 Trail segment avoids or minimizes premium costs (trail construction) nngNsratEdwa,dsL,,,-,,gpark A e
Link-Node System of Evaluation Link Option

: : : : , <<<Route Segment>>>
Potential routes are delineated using a link to node system where control points /— \

(nodes) are established at fixed locations that the overall trail route must pass

through (such as an existing bridge, a common intersection, or a desired destination). «(ROL&’:: gepgt:ggnb»
Route segments are established between the nodes indicating potential options for Link node concept for evaluating route segments for feasibility
connecting to the nodes.
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