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1. Discovery 2. Desire 3. Design 4. Documentation



* Help Create Walkable, Bikeable, Transit-Oriented City

 Strengthen Neighborhoods: Existing and New Development
 Emphasize Transportation Choices and Mode Connectivity

« Support Madison’s Community Vision MADISON

* Resource for Transportation Decision-Making

* Implementation of Projects
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 Dane County adds 60,000/decade

* (2010- 2015 added 35,000)

MADISON
R CEENCCOR . City growth 25,000/decade

234,000 populaic”
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« Dane County leads State job growth -
projected over 500,000 by 2022

 Midwest Innovation Hub

« Health IT and Biotech sector driving
growth

* Increasing Central City employment

» Growing startup community and |
entrepreneurial hub StartingBlock & -
opens in 2018 o ‘T

¥

StartingBlock
Madison




Parks and Environmental Corridors
Agricultural

Areas of Stability (Low or Medium Density Residential,
Institutional, Communication/
Utilities)

City of Madison’s Areas of Potential Change (Mixed Use,
Neighborhood Planning Areas, Industrial, Commercial,
High Density Residential, Quarries)

Other Municipalities’ Areas of Potential Change (Mixed Use,
Neighborhood Planning Areas, Industrial, Commercial, High
Density Residential, Quarries)
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Source: City of Madison Future Land Use Map (2012)




Parks and Environmental Corridors
Agricultural

Areas of Stability (Low or Medium Density Residential,
Institutional, Communication/
Utilities)

City of Madison’s Areas of Potential Change (Mixed Use,
Neighborhood Planning Areas, Industrial, Commercial,
High Density Residential, Quarries)

Other Municipalities’ Areas of Potential Change (Mixed Use,
Neighborhood Planning Areas, Industrial, Commercial, High
Density Residential, Quarries)




Parks and Environmental Corridors
Agricultural
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Institutional, Communication/
Utilities)
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High Density Residential, Quarries)
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Parks and Environmental Corridors

Agricultural

Areas of Stability (Low or Medium Density Residential,
Institutional, Communication/
Utilities)

City of Madison’s Areas of Potential Change (Mixed Use,
Neighborhood Planning Areas, Industrial, Commercial,
High Density Residential, Quarries)

Other Municipalities’ Areas of Potential Change (Mixed Use,
Neighborhood Planning Areas, Industrial, Commercial, High
Density Residential, Quarries)

\ —T "_-f . {;QA"A

7 3 e L

> [ ¢ ﬂ S ' |Source: City of Ma



@)1=\

Central City
Urban Corridors

Regional Retail and
Employment Centers

East/West New
Growth Areas
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Means of Transportation: Biking to Work
By Census Tract

U.S. = 0.6%
Wi =0.8%

Madison = 5.3%

- 12%-18%

Source: 2009-2013 American Community Survey
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Biking to Work - Change Since 2000 i
Shown in Census 2000 Tracts

I y
: /
Percentage Point Change* e _/).,//
[ ]-3-7-0.0points [ (‘4,}*7” 5 ' “« b
1[Jo1-09 The City of Madison Rate I v\ | y )
[ 29 Increased by 2.1 points ‘ & :

(from 3.2% t0 5.3%)
359
I 686
Source: Census 2000 and 2009-2013 American Community Survey.

Seasonal differences between Census and ACS may acount for some E y‘ 4
differenecs in rates.

* Tract level ACSestimates have large margins of error. Actual —____—/ |

change in rates may differ significantly from the figures shown here.
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Ramp

Block 82
Tenney Building
Hilton Hotel

- ‘ L
gaseniversity-Ave
[

Manchester Place
Dayton/Pinckney

J Haul

Network 222
Alexander Company
Univ ersity Square
Fluno Center [Lot 44)
Grainger Hall (Lot 7)
Heken C. White
Concourse

Meriter

Government Ecst
Capitol Square South
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7 Monona Terrace
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896

131 W. Wilson

10 E. Doty

114 E. Main

% E. Wilson

25 W, Main

514 E. Wilson

20 N. Blair

1S, Pinckney

1 N. Pinckney

2 E. Mifflin

118 N. Pinckney
802 W, Washington
222 W, Washington
4650 W, Washington
318 N. Lcke

326 N. Lake

343 N. Brooks

00 N. Park

1W. Dayton

328 W. Main

215 8. Pinckney

113 3. Henry

1S, Butler

499 E. Wilson
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Mon-Thu Occupancy By the Hour (2013)
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METRO RIDERSHIP
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Public '}r\ansit Wor Trigs/\
(by Censt{? Tract) il

Means of Transportation to Work: Public Transportation  percent of Total Commuters
By Census Tract [ 10%-1% I 6%-11% M 19% - 30%

[ 12%-5% Il 12% - 18%

Source: ACS 5YR B08301 2008-20123




PEOPLE ARE DRIVING LESS

National VMT decrease over time:

10.27
10.0
9.8
9.6-
9.4"
9.2-

I I I I I
2006 2008 2010 2012 2014



Millenials (Gen %)

Gan X

Baby boomers

4 3 l:y War babies,/ Silent
0o generation

WALK

19%

III J.l .
walk (> Several Blocks) Elke

SOURCES: http: e rislsan.comfusary/inslghbsyrews, 2 00 4,/mmillarnilal s -prafer-c Hes -to- subur bs- subws
ong/3004,/00,/03/ behl nd - rwas -d ublous -vmE-announcamsnt -amd- calk-for- highway-lImsastment, 4 hbps,



79%

People between 20-24
years old had a driver’s

license in 2011

92%

People between 20-24
years old had a driver’s

license in 1983




$26.12

GLOBAL BOOKINGS
REVENUEIN
$10.84 BILLIONS
NUMBER OF DIGITAL SHOPPERS IN US FROM 2010- 2018 (in millions)
s0.60 $2:9
_ 250
2013 2014 2015 2016 (Projected) 200

150

100

50

0

2010 201m 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018



Like Electric
Vehicles




Not Much Changes



I WRONG -
WAY LA
G0 BACK!
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Less Concentrated Parking
More DIIVING capsciy need ofiset gy orive bensiy
New Public Funding Model
Safer Bike/WalkK g ess comortabier
Lower Cost TranSit? wawor ouesion



RIPTION/PEE

We Stop Buying Cars

(Ford/GM Keep Them)
This 1s the Microsoft Model




S 1P L ON/PER

Little Need For Parkingcas see viiea
Less Street Space Needed caseete

Utilized)

Surge Pricing Changes Travel
Safer B I kelwa.l k (But Less Comfortable?)
TWO _TI ered Tr a.n S It Vouchers For Need/Buses for

Dense Corridors)
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Design Flexible Streets
Manage Parking Investments
Double-Down on Walking
Orient to Dense Corridors






\ A

Milwaukee Street - An Urban Corridor Example
Location Map ¥ 71 "FAray Today §

 Transit-Oriented Development

* High density mix of land uses (commercial,
residential, community services, etc.)

 High frequency transit services/transfer
opportunities

» Structured auto parking to support
development (possible park-and-ride for
commuters)

« Secure bicycle parking

* Engaging pedestrian environment (lighting,
streetscapes, etc.)
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Sustainable Madison

Transportation Master Plan

General Scenario Assumptions
100,000 overall increase in population i [ EastTowne
; e Z Scenario ‘A’ | Scenario’B’
80,000 overall increase in employees ; . -~ o
; - : +3;

Sherman Avenue
ScenarioA’: 70% Peripheral Growth Scenario’A" | Scenario’B’
30% Infill Growth

POP: +400 | POP: +5456

HH: +347 |HH: +800 EMP:  +1471 |[EMP: 43,00
Scenario ‘B": 30% Peripheral Growth .
70% Infill Growth POP: +555 |POP:  +1,280
EMP: +548 |[EMP:  +1,547
Key: \
HH = Households, POP = Population, EMP = Employees ~
® s Milwaukee Street
Infill Areas [l  Peripheral Arcas [ Scenario A’ | Scenario’B’
Downtown to E. Wash. X Tt picd ot
University Ave / Hilldal Scenario A’ Scenario‘B’ POP: +580 |POP:  +2,760
nivers ve ale
Scenario A | ScenarioB’ HH: 40,458 |HH:  +12,765 ={EMP: +200 [EMP:  +2,770
HH: $125 HH: 42,000 POP:  +15133 |POP:  +20,42)
POP:  +1800 [POP:  +3200 EMP:  +6,205 |[EMP:  +6,605
EMP:  +3200 |[EMP: +3,940 Cottage Grove Road
4 Scenario’A’ | Scenario’B’
( = HH: +208 |HH: +1,525
POP: +477 [POP:  +2,440
( 7] = EMP: +150 [EMP:  +1,160
7 — |
West Towne to Westgate — ’
Scenario ‘A | ScenarioB’
HH: +606 |HH: +6,815 Dutch Mill
POP: a7 ooes . ir0008 N\ l ( John Nolen Drive Scenario’A’” | Scenario’B’
' ' ' Sy Soueis B HH: +41 |HH: +41
EMP:  +3440 [EMP:  +6,550 | \ S ol A :
Beltline ’ 800 £ _tpop: +66 |POP: +66
Scenaro’A’ | ScenarioB’ Park Street POP: +453 (POP:  +1,280 | |0 +800 |[EMP: 42,300
Scenario A’ | Scenario’B’ 2 -
HH: +08 | HH: +1,700 EMP: +750 | EMP: +2,500
HH: +905 |HH: +2,270
POP: +157 |POP: 42,720
POP:  +1,448 |POP:  +3,633
EMP:  +1,671 [EMP:  +4,160
EMP:  +1,870 [EMP:  +3390

October 6,2014




 Higher Transit Ridership
 Better Correlation To Project Goals
* More Non-Driving Chioces
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Hiawatha Line

Route 55 - Bloomington to Minneapolis

Target Field

Watehouse District -

bycolietMall Hennepin Avenue

Government Plaza

I Hiawatha Line (charge applies)
Downtown East -

EE Hiawatha Line (free between airport terminals)
Northstar Line mssmm Central Corridor Metrodome
i Cedar Riverside ’
Interstate Highway (under construction) ¢ I 7
Franklin Avenue AI

MINNEAPOLIS

éa

Mall of America
MSP Lake Street - Midtown \\
AIRPORT /.f
/

28th Avenue
38th Street

Terminal 2 - Humphrey
American Boulevard
46th Street

BLOOMINGTON
50th Street, Minnehaha Park

@ Terminal 1 - Lindbergh
anr‘.o:.,% FORT
. SNELLING

W
VA Medical Center

Fort Snelling

Hiawatha Line






Population

600,000

450,000

300,000
1960 1970 1980 1990 2000

Bridges Juxtaposed with Bikeway Miles

Bikeway Miles
350

Cyclists per Day

== Bridge Bicycdle Traffic
M Bikeway Miles

1991 1992 1993 199% 199 1990 1997

1958 1999 20 ol

AN O 208 s o aAaxe

| Combined Bicycle Traffic over Four Main Portland Bicycle

g



LR L B B
L B B B ®
LR L B B
L B B A
idiadye L - e W
p— 16 0.0 & T
C——— L L L LR J L B
e .. L
— [ e o coe
L L B O L L
2 | G S.Q e e °
LU P S lenene
oosenes | @ @ @ e @ e ® oo . LU L City of Seattie Department of Transportation
coecel mm—led e 4 b E———1 M R TRANSIT MASTER PLAN
e e e 00 e s 1 8@ ——— see
s0cso] e |oe el > bl F—— I i FINAL SUMMARY REPORT
e e 000 | — e P P ool Em—la josae
"N EEREE S . P e e e e L N

GROWTH AND EQUITY

ANALYZING IMPACTS ON DISPLACEMENT AND OPPORTUNITY
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MADISON MADISON
MULTIMODAL

TRANSPORTATION
PLAN IN MOTION




MADISON

Draft Plan Recommendations

- Policy & Mission Statements

- System Visions (Routes and Networks) IN MOTION
- Facility Design Best Practices/Innovative Service Delivery

- Implementation Actions/Projects

- Follow-Up Planning and Refinement



MADISON

Madison in Motion Planning Process

-Two Community-Wide Meetings (Affirm Mission, Identify Key

Issues/Concerns, Land Use Vision) IN MOTION

-Targeted Stakeholder/Focus Group Outreach

* Low-Income and Senior Representatives
* Business Interest Groups

* Mode Advocacy Groups (Biking, Transit)
* Millenials (100 State)

-Feedback via Project Web Page

—> Draft Plan Recommendations Developed (Need for

Broader Community and Stakeholder Review: Fall/Winter
2016)



MADISON

Madison in Motion Draft Plan

Major Themes for Recommendations

-Land Use/Activity Center Planning IN MOTION
-Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) & Supporting Transit Services

-Bicycle Route/Facility Implementation

-Priority Pedestrian Network Recommendations

-Street Designs to Incorporate All Transportation Modes

-Transportation Demand Management (TDM)

-Setting the Stage: Emerging Transportation Technologies

- Equity/Economic Development Focus
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; - : +3;
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Economic Development Linkages

- Innovation Districts, Opportunity Zones, Nodes & Destinations

vfill Growth

eripheral Growth
Will Growth

Population, EMP = Employees

Peripheral Areas [

ersity Ave / Hilldale |

oA Scenarlo ‘B’
+1,125 |HH: +2,000
+1,800 |POP:  +3,200

5 43,200 |[EMP:  +3,940

—

J

—

o —

._74

-~
2
Westgate
enario‘B’

L H

Weslfo:l —
MAeidiiv M | eildai iV D
HH: +347 |HH: +800
POP: +555 | POP: +1,280
EMP: +548 |EMP: +1,547
Downtown to E. Wash.
Scenarlo ‘A’ | Scenarlo ‘B’
HH: +9,458 |HH: +12,500

POP:  +15,133 |[POP:  +20,000
EMP: +6,205 |EMP: +6,205

= -

=

S o —

[
sP: +12,800

-

P: +7,000

Course =T

Scenaric
HH:

EMP:

John Nolen Drive
| Scenario ‘B’

( Park ;Qfmfw

Scena

HH:
POP:




Public Transit Recommendations
- Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) system implementation
- Local Bus Coordination (route restructure recommended)
- First-Mile/Last-Mile planning activity
- Park-and-Ride planning activity

- Regional Transit Finance (evaluate range of funding models and sources)

MADISON

IN MOTION
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MADISON IN MOTION

Susimnable Tronsportolion Masfer Plon

Access to Opportunity

: Concentrated Low Income Areas
Jobs within 30 min via transit
[ ] o%-5%
] 5.1%-10%
I 10.1% - 15%
l 15.1% - 20%
I 20.1% - 25%
Il 25.1% - 30%
I 30.1% - 40%
I 40.1% - 50%
I s0.1% - 65%
City of Madison

Concentrated low income areas ars
generally comprised of census block
groups having greater than 50% of the
population in a household with an income
less tham 200% of the poverty level.
Certain areas below this threshold have
been added based en staffs judgement.
Large non-residential areas have been
remaved from certain block groups to
improve focus of diagram (airport,
arboretum, ste.).

Source:

2014 ACS 5 ‘ear Estimates Table C17002
Ratio Of Income To Poverty Level

Block Group Lavel

Madison Area Transportation Flanning
Board (MFPO)

2010 Land Use

September, 2018




Bus Rapid Transit (BRT)

Conceptual Elements

BRT vs. Local Bus (differing characteristics)

 Direct Routes/Fewer Stops

* Simple, Frequent All-Day Service (every 10-15 min.)
* Branded Stations and Buses

* Transit Signal Priority MADISON

* Off-Board Fare Payment

* Bus-Only Lanes (median or curb; full or partial)

IN MOTION



Bus Rapid Transit (BRT)
Madison Urban Area System Proposal
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Potential Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) Routes
T

@ MADISON IN MOTION
Sustainable Tronsportotion Master Plon

T Future Transit
("1 Bus Rapid Transit
= Routes
| wwms Potential Extentsions
O BRT Stations
—— Metro Transit Routes
City of Madison
= —
5
A
By
éi — 1
= Source:
Madison Metro
MATPB (MPO)

es
February, 2016




First-Mile/Last-Mile Opportunities

MADISON IN MOTION Potential Circulator
Sutcinable Tromsporiation Maser Flon  Routes

Potential Park and Ride locations Bus Rapid Transit
BRT Service s Routes

===== Potential Extentsions

{=| Direct Service
I B indiect Service ~—— Metro Transit Routes
@ | No Transit Service - Pctivity Canters

Existing lot

Existing lot, no transit

@) @ |




Park and Ride Opportunities

A - z v

MADISON IN MOTION

Sustcinable Tromsporiation Master Plon DRAFT
Potential Future Park and Rides
D Park and Ride Focus Areas Bus Rapid Transit

Uses with low workday parking utilization === Routes

L Churches ==uss Potential Extentsions
* Theaters Metro Transit Routes
Direct Service

“  Grocery Stores

' Parks Other Service
s City of Madison

The potential park and ride locations on this map examine the possibility of using excess
capacity in private parking lots to supplement publicly owned park and ride lots. Many transit
systems around the country utilize this approach, with leased or donated parking spaces from
uses whose peak parking demands are not during typical weekday work hours (such as L
churches, movie theaters, parks and retall centers). Lease rates used in other systems are
typically modest ($5/month/stall). In other communities, park and rides with high frequency
transit and direct service to the city center generally have much higher usage rates compared
to those requiring transfers.

y o

Note: This map s only intended to examine how a leased/donated park and ride system J
could work. Itis not intended to specify exact properties or locations for future park and rides.

I - ED 77—\ 1
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Express Regional
Bus Opportunities

() Existing or Planned Park and Ride SU—

Express Bus Routes —— Existing Metro Bus Route (2012) TaPaB W
Madison Urban Area wm— isfing Express Route" verr -t [
Dane County, Wisconsin * all ather colors are Planned Routes ——

User. pidms Pafc WAnckiapFri Trans TansfEwpre ss8us ExpressBusRoutes_2012_TDP.mod Dabe Eawest V232043 1001812 AM



Bicycle System Recommendations

MADISON

IN MOTION



Map 10
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Proposed Off-Street Bikeways

Proposed Off Street Bikeways

Legend

Off-Street Path

1es

L]

le Facilit

L]

icyc

Street B

Recommended Off-
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e Map 9

= Proposed On-Street Bikeways

Legend
Proposed Bikeways

Proposed On-Street Bikeway on Existing Road

----- Proposed On-Street Bikeway on Planned Road

Please note that Map 9 includes 2 number locations
recommending “proposed on-street bikewsay on existingroad™. |
While it is desired to accommodate bicycles at these locations
with 2 designated bike facility (such as 3 marked bicycle lane,
buffered bike lane, protected bike lane or sharrow), there are | "
numerous competing uses for the street right-of-way. Then
| specific bicycle faciity treatment to include az components

of reconstructed roadways (particularly in built-up urbanized
areas of the City, like Manroe Street and Williamson Street)
will need to be d ined 3z part of roadway corridor

plans, where competing interests for right-of-way (pariing, |
sidewak width, terraces and related . s
amenities, bike mobility, wehicular traffic,
fbuilding placemnent, etc) are debated in the
context of robust stakeholder involvernent,
careful consideration of all City objecti
and a full evaluation of the impacts upon
residences and businesses in surrounding
neighborhood:s.
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Recommended On-Street Bicycle Facilities




Legend
Existing Bikeways
s Off-Street Path
On-Street RowteFacility/Accommeodation

Proposed Bikeways
Off-Street Path

Proposed On-Street Route on Existing Road

Proposed On-Street Route on Planned Road

Existing and Proposed Bikeways



Facility Best
Practices
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BicycLE FAciLiTY TYPES AND TREATMENTS

- Path fully separated from a street or road

- Typically paved and 10 - 12 feet wide

«Open to most non-motorized uses

- Often installed in rail corridors, utility corridors or
along streams, nvers or other linear features
«Sidepaths are shared use paths parallel to a street

-Sidepaths can present safety and operational
challenges at intersections and driveways

- Traffic signal to indicate bicycle movements at an
intersaction

«Can be user activated or a programmed signal phase

- Bicycles and motor vehicles have different movemeant
cycles

Bicycie LANE - ConvENTIONAL OR COUNTERFLOW
o Tl - Designated space exclusively for bicyclists with
v —ro pavement markings and signage

- Located adjacent to vehicle travel lanes

« Generally flows with vehicle traffic, on the right side of
the street, but can be counterflow and/or on the left

- Used on medium and high volume streets

«May use green color to highlight the lane, particularly
through intersections and conflict areas

- Conventional bicycle lanes paired with a designated
painted buffer space

- Buffer may separate the bicyde lane from the motor
vehide travel lane, the parking lane or both

-Increases operating space and comfort for bicyclists

- Typically used on medium and high volume streets

-May use green color to highlight the lane, particularly
through conflict areas

Bicycie Lane - ProTECTED
- Bicycle facility within the streat right of way that
provides physical separation from the travel lane
-Separation may be provided with curbs, bollards,
parked cars or other means
- Cycle track may be at street level, sidewalk level or an
intermediate level
& | - Typically used on medium and high volume streets
)l with few intersections or driveways

SHARED Lane MarkinG (“SHarrow”

B -Street markings used to indicate a shared lane for
bicyclists and motorists

- Sharrows indicate to bicyclists where they should
position themselves in a lane

- Sharrows reinforce to motorists that bicyclists belong
in the lane

- Typically used on low- and medium-volume streets
where bicycle lanes cannot be accommodated

- Streets with low motorized traffic volumes and
speeds designated to provide priority to bicyclists

- Discourage speeding and cut-through traffic

- Often used to connect schools and parks and as an
alternative to a nearby busy street

- May include traffic calming devices such as speed
tables or traffic cirdes

- Exclusive street crossing for bicycle facilities or shared
use paths.

«May be parallel to an adjoining street or crosswalk (ie.
the Monroe/Regent crossing) or a diagonal crossing
of an intersection {ie. Atwood & Dunning)

™ - Reduces conflicts with pedestrians and motor vehicles

- Typically use a bicycle signal to control movements

- Colored lane markings to highlight bikeway crossings

of streets, continuous lanes, or potential conflict areas
- Green colored and often marked with cyclist icon
«May be solid colored or stripad

WAYFINDING SIGNAGE

- Signage to indicate direction to major destinations,
areas of interest and key bicycle facilities

«May include distance and approximate travel time

- Placed at key intersections and dedision points

«




Park and Bike Opportunities

A |
@ reonnneron DRAFT

Park and Bike

D Park and Bike Focus Areas

Conceptual Park and Bike Locations

s Bike Paths (off-street)

Park and Bike lots were selected

On-Street Bike Lanes based on access to primary bike
routes (off-street paths and low-

- Activity Cent volume street facllities) and
Clivity Conters relatively short distances to

employment centers
City of Madison L
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@ On-Street Bicycle Facility
©  Separated Bicycle Facility (w/Strest)
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Bicycle/Pedestrian Facility Crossing Evaluation



Addressing System
Gaps & Barriers
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Pedestrian Network
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Map 6

Missing Sidewalks

Legend
>: Sidewalk Status (Miles of street centerline)

One Side of Street Only (120 miles)
Mo Sidewalk {251 miles)

Mote: The presence of shared vse paths is not
reflected in the sidewalk data. Only sidewalk data
for the City of Madison is displayed.

A




Recommendations (Policy)

—» Continue the City’s sidewalk installation policy in new
development areas and existing neighborhoods.

- Prioritize Tier 1 Streets for sidewalk additions without street
reconstruction



Map 12

Tier | Sidewalk Priorities

W NSO

Legend —

e Existing Sidewalk on One Side of Street A,
. N0 Excisting Sidewalk | J

Note: City of Madison policy is that all streets should

have sidewalks on both sides of the street. Sidewalks
l"' not included in Tier | should still be installed whenever
——  the opportunity presents itself.

Recommended Tier 1 Sidewalk Facilities
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PeDESTRIAN FACILITY TYPES AND TREATMENTS

- The padestrian fadlity adjacent to most streets

«May be used by bicyclists in Madison when buildings
are notimmediately adjacent to the sidewalk

- Typically concrete and 5 feet wide, aithough wider
sidewalks are desirable in areas with heavy pedestrian
usage such as downtown

&3

«Path fully separated from a street or road

«Typically paved and 10 - 12 feet wide

-Open to most non-motorized uses

-Often installed in urban areas in rail corridors, utility
corridors or along streams, rivers or other linear
featuras

CrosswaLk - Markep

§7J] - A marked portion of a street for pedestrian use
RIAEl . Connect pedestrian facilities on one side of a street to
; . B facilities on the other side of the street
o . Pedastrians always have right-of-way in a crosswalk
except at a signalized intersection where they must
follow the appropriate signal

e
-

CrosswaLK - UNMARKED

- The unmarked connection between a pedestrian
facility on one side of a street to a pedestrian facility
on the other side of the street

«Padestrians always have right-of-way in a crosswalk,
marked or unmarked, except at a signalized
intersection where they must follow the appropriate
signal indication

Woonerr / PLay STREET

«Street designed primarily for usa by pedestrians and
bicyclists with limited motor vehicle use

- Encourage social interactions and allow place for
<hildren to play and pecple to congregate

-Generally at sidewalk level without curbs

¥ - Motor vehides are allowed to use street, but at very
low speeds that are compatible with the other uses

-Photo courtesy John Greenfield / Streetsblog

Pepestrian Hysrip Beacon

«Padestrian-activated waming device located at mid-
block pedestrian crossings

«Beacon is dark until activated by a pedestrian; when

)| activated the beacon displays a yellow signal followed
by a red signal to drivers and a “walk”signal to
pedestrians

«Image courtesy FHWA

RecrancuLar Rapip FLasHing Beacon

D | - Pedestrian-activated wamning device located at

P| pedestrian crossings

M - Beacon is dark until activated by a pedestrian; when
ol activated the beacon flashes yellow strobe lights to
indicate to drivers that a pedestrian is present

Mepian Reruce IsLanD

«Median in the center of a straet that provides space
for pedestrians crossing the street
« Allows pedestrians to cross one direction of trafficata
time
.- «Makes it easier to cross busier streets where traffic
— g may not yield to pedestrians

Pepestrian Bumpour / Curs ExTension

. 2l - Area where a curb is extended into the street

«Shortens the street crossing distance for pedestrians

«May reduce traffic speeds by narrowing the usable
roadway

WAYFINDING SIGNAGE

[ rrd - Signage to indicate to users the direction to specific
locations

«May incdude distance and approximate travel time

«Placed at key intersections and decision points



Streets and Roadway Recommendations
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| PHOTO BY JOHN NEWHOUSE

Isthmus FreeWay’"i
Plan (1955)

CENTRAL AREA TRAFFIC LOOP 2
AND
JOHNSON STREET EXPRESSWAY
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Transportation Demand Management (TDM)



Recommendations (Follow-Up Planning/Refinement)

9 Institute employer-based Transportation Demand

Management (TDM) measures as part of a comprehensive City-
wide TDM program, in order to enhance the desirability of non
single-occupancy vehicle (SOV)-based transportation modes —
including public transit, ridesharing, bicycle and pedestrian
transportation.

9 Develop a prototype Transportation Management

Association (TMA) in the City of Madison, at an appropriate area
of the City (such as downtown Madison, the Capitol East District
or UW Research Park), as a mechanism to organize individual
employers and administer TDM initiatives.
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Measuring Transportation Progress: Performance Goals

¢ -[;
Zone: 4 Jl /) = \
Mode 2014 -2000, 1990 =
Drive 83.5% 83.7% 76.4% ‘nﬂ -
Transit™ 0.5% 0.2% 0.2% e oot f

i
MADISON IN MOTION
J Susiginable Transportolion Masier Plon

Mode Share: Geographies

Bike 0.3% 0.1%_02% -
Walk 1.9% 1.8% 3.4%

7 S
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g
Zone: 3 o
Mode 20142 200031990

=
== E Drive | 79.6%%,80.5% 76.7%
Transit| 3.8%%3.2% 4.1%

Bike 1.5'/.1.0".5%(‘029'/.
Walk  1.6%%(15%" 2.7%
(=2 ( s

4

Source:

2014 ACS 5 Year Estimates Table B08301
Means Of Transportation To Work For
Workers 16 Years And Over

Aggregated Census Tract Data

September, 20168




Madison in Motion: Next Steps

* Develop Project/Planning Priorities
- Projects: Near-Term Capital & Operating Budgets

- Planning: Prioritize Future Planning Activities

* Measuring Progress Toward Transportation System Goals
- Increasing Overall Usage of Non-Auto Transportation Modes

- Demographic s and Geography MADISON
- National Household Travel Survey (NHTS): 2016




Madison in Motion: Next Steps
* Technological Change: Monitoring & Deployment

- Implement Pilot Projects, as Appropriate
— Real-Time Data re: Transportation Options
— All-Mode Payment Cards (T-Card: transit, parking, car share, etc.)

— Car Sharing Services (Car-2-Go, Zip Car, other?)

MADISON

— Electric Bicycles/Bike Sharing (B-Cycle)
— Driverless Vehicles and Connected Vans

— Fully-Automated Parking Facilities

IN MOTION
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