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Why strategic planning?

« Optimize resources, do more with less

 Develop clear and objective approach to
station location and planning efforts

« Link evaluation criteria to performance
 Be proactive as opposed to reactive



Case study: transit orientation

o TOD: "You know it when you see it
« How can we compare different parts of a system?

e Qrientation should be related to actual travel behavior
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Design
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Measuring transit orientation

onysical formm .
Potential
(EIE)
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TOD planning criteria

People: residential + employment density

Places: neighborhood serving retail and services
Pedestrian/bicycle: sidewalks and low-stress bikeways
Performance: local and regional bus frequency

Physical form: block density






8/11/201 7~

-




ped/bike

connectivity

HAWTHOR
0.9mi = D"STFEE-,E 1
h
BELMONT DISTRICT

.9 D min
DOWNTOWN,,
: 31 mi_ { 19 min ,.



S S R . H
Lo Hollywood
i . NE 42nd Ave®

et Eastbound %
& Clty Ce Eastiound = : £ l.q

8 WA Yeliow Ling to Gty
CardariP5L

18 R Gopan Ling to City
ContmiPGi

WD W SRt o P

1 P 0y s Lo el Ll 458 1 s = e

=

Tﬁ?@T

TICKETS




-
8

EEEREREIEDNS

L
"
1WA "IN

» YREEREEEN
eu‘lllll

ﬂ-l
B




People

Performance Pedestrian/Bicycle

WA/

Places Physical Form



People

Performance Pedestrian/Bicycle

Places Physical Form
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People
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transit orientation score
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anatomy of a typology

Existing Transit
Orientation

+ Future Potential

M v
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transit orientation

Typology
(market + TOD Score)

outer station areas for analysis
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Transit Orientation

Station Area Typology
(market + TOD Score)
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Transit Orientation

Station Area Typology
(market + TOD Score)
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Transit Orientation

transit related transit oriented

transit adjacent
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Plan + Partner

(longer term station areas)

771
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Transit Orientation

Catalyze + Connect

(emerging station areas)
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Catalyze + Connect

(emerging station areas)
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Transit Orientation

Infill + Enhance

(near term station areas)
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Infill + Enhance

(near term station areas)
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TOD Typology Clusters

(market + urban form readiness
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TOD Typology Clusters
(market + urban form readiness)

Clusters
- infill + enhance
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Transportation planning criteria

People: residential density

Prevention (safety): collision history , 85th percentile

speeds
Permitting: development activity

Populations: low-income, low vehicle ownership,

vulnerable populations, communities of color

Performance: transit ridership
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Permitting




Permitting

(no downtown)
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Questions?

christopher.yake@seattle.gov

www.seattle.gov/transportation
v LW

@ SDOT

Seatrle Department of Transportation




	Slide Number 1
	Why strategic planning?
	Case study: transit orientation
	Slide Number 4
	Density
	Diversity
	Design
	Composite Transit Orientation
	Measuring transit orientation
	TOD planning criteria
	Slide Number 11
	Slide Number 12
	Slide Number 13
	Slide Number 14
	Slide Number 15
	Slide Number 16
	Slide Number 17
	Slide Number 18
	Slide Number 19
	Slide Number 20
	Slide Number 21
	Slide Number 22
	Slide Number 23
	Slide Number 24
	anatomy of a typology
	Slide Number 26
	Slide Number 27
	Slide Number 28
	Slide Number 29
	Slide Number 30
	Slide Number 31
	Slide Number 32
	Slide Number 33
	Slide Number 34
	Slide Number 35
	Slide Number 36
	Transportation planning criteria
	Slide Number 38
	Slide Number 39
	Slide Number 40
	Slide Number 41
	Slide Number 42
	Slide Number 43
	People
	Prevention
	Permitting
	Permitting �(no downtown)
	Populations
	Performance
	Composite
	Composite
	Questions?

