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Inter Office Memo

To: Operations and Scheduling Committee Date: February 20, 2013

From: Laramie Bowron, Manager of Planning Reviewed by:

SUBJECT: TJKM Update

Background:

In June 2012, CCCTA entered into an agreement with TJKM to complete an
Access Improvement Study funded by TRANSPAC Measure J. The purpose of
this project is twofold: to develop and populate a database where every bus stop
is inventoried and to analyze, identify, and prioritize bus stop improvements that
will facilitate pedestrian and bike access.

TJKM has coordinated with MTC, CCTA, the County Health department, and
local jurisdictions, among others to obtain data necessary to evaluate access.

The following handout represents TIKM’s methodology as well as preliminary
results from the Route #10.

Recommendation:

Information Only

Attachment:

TJKM methodology and results
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2012 CCCTA Routes & Boardings
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Linear & Multiple Regression

2010 US Census (at Block Group level): Bus Stop Daily Original / Proposed
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Linear & Multiple Regression

Independent Variable(s)

2010 US Census (at Block Group level):
* Population used to
* Households explain
* Median Household Income

Parcel-level Connectivity Score (RDI)

Stop Boardings - Median Income
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Dependent Variable

Bus Stop Daily Original / Proposed
Boamdings Scope of Work
(or Total Riders) Method

Stop Area Connectivity-Total Stop Boardings

y=0.1711x + 18.854
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Median Income & Ridership: On-Offs
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Median Income
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Central Contra Costa County
Boardings by Household Income
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& Ridership: On-Offs
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Priority Stop Plan:

Potential Ridership

W .

i

HH Income ( ) Housing Density

Built Environment

Measured Walk
Connectivity ( )

Ped-Bike Crash History

(re-assigned summary by
individual bus stop)

-

Priority Stop Plan:

Tﬁranspoeaoup

Page 7




Median _Ig\come ‘%‘\Ridership: Route 10
oy AN —— |
G &}{\X{ sy e
L 77 AT
QBN
s

U transpocrour Page 8




[ 174 Mile Buffer (3.75 Minutes)

Housing Density
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Walk Access Features
(® Crosswalk with Ped Signal
@ Crosswalk with Signal
A Crosswalk Only
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Pedestrian Crashes - Contra Costa County
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Pedestrian Crashes - Contra Costa County: 2001-2010
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Priority Stop Plan:

Built Environment

HH Income ( ) Housing Density Measured Walk S
Connectivity () ; ! o il
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Next Step:

Local Pedestrian Plan
Refinement and Implementation
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Priority Stop Plan: Improve Connectivity

— Weekday Transit
Transit Stop Areas
- Target Improvements
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o Walk Access Features
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Walk Access Features
L (® Crosswalk with Ped Signal
@ Crosswalk with Signal

A Crosswalk Only
Barriers to Transit-Walk Access
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ldentify Walk Barriers
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Walk Access Features
@ Crosswalk with Ped Signal
@ Crosswalk with Signal
/N Crosswalk Only
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Walk Access Features
(&) Crosswalk with Ped Signal
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Walk Access Features
(& Crosswalk with Ped Signal
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Priority Stop Plan:

Potential Ridership Built Environment
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