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Best Practice Questions
Multimodal System Plan for the Indianapolis Region (MSPIR)
Madison, WI

1. Planning Process
a.  What mode of transportation is your community trying to optimize?
¢ Thinks we should change to plural. They are trying to optimize all modes by
minimizing the conflicts on all users. Weigh modes and try not to negatively
impact other modes.

b, What planning goals are being met by targeting multimodality ?
¢ Their goal it to be multimodal.
¢ The feel they must provide transportation
e They do not feel they need to do a LOS study until they have basic minimal
accommaodation of all modes.
¢ All roadways need to accommodate for bicycles & ped. .

c. How does your community incorporate multimodality into the ‘Long Range Transportation
Plan’/Thoroughfare Plan?
« | ocal projects are part of our policy to include bicycle and pedestrian
infrastructure on our arterials & collectors.

d.  How does your ‘Long Range Transportation Plan'/Thoroughfare Plan relate to your other
plans? (i.e. Smart Growth/LU plans, Infrastructure plans, transit plans, etc)
* \We have quite a few neighborhood plans for both new and old districts/areas and
we look at facilities for servicing all modes including mass transportation. They
are also looking at light rail and trolley service. For a long time they didn't have a
master plan because they had small scale neighborhood plans.

2. Funding
a. For Federal aid projects, does the MPO/COG in your area include multimodal factors
when they rank projects in the Transportation Improvement Program (TIP)?
* Wasn't sure.

b. Forlocal capital improvement projects do you include multimodal factors when prioritizing
and funding projects?

* Yes, if project doesn't have bike lanes and pedestrian facilities, it will not get
funded.

c. How is implementation of concurrent infrastructure funded that supports multi-modality,
such as:
Basic min. standards are included in the original infrastructure

I, Lighting
* Basic min. is covered, anything above and beyond is funded through
various funding sources.
ii. Trees
« Covered in original infrastructure
li. Transponders for busses
e Charged to transit, doesn’t know how that is funded
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iv. Bike parking
e (Covered in zoning code
v. Etc.

3. Measurements:
a. Are you collecting data, and if so, what types of data? Data examples:
e NMadison doesn't collect a lot of data due to the expense. MPO may have
more data. (The MPO has been contacted and questionnaire forwarded)
« Mr. Ross did not know the actual numbers but he did know that their transit
system was doing better than Madison’s peer cities.

b. Do you have more current data than the 2000 census that shows commuting numbers in
your region by mode?

4 Multimodal Evaluation
a. How does your municipality define multimodality?
(e.g. Transit, Bicycle, Pedestrian, Freight)

b. How do you know you are successful with respect to multimodality (1.e. for each and all
modes listed above)?
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Best Practice Questions
Multimodal System Plan for the Indianapolis Region (MSPIR)
Boulder, CO

+ Planning Process
* What mode of transportation is your community trying to optimize?
e Four Focus Areas
* Multimodal Corridors
¢ Planning and investing in multi-modal transportation choices based on
the full range of costs and benefits.'
* Regional Travel
e This is defined as people coming in out of the Boulder area and is
considered where the greatest increase in VMT will be generated.
e This issue is being addressed through improvement in regional
transit and road improvements.
« Transportation Demand Management
» Making more efficient use of the regional transportation system by
encouraging flexible work hours, telecommuting, ridesharing and transit
ridership.
+ Funding
* Focusing highway investments first on maintaining and managing the
existing system, and second on slowing congestion.

* What planning goals are being met by targeting multimodality?
s “The goal is to create a system that's ‘equitable for all users,” with no hierarchy
among pedestrians, cars and bikes” —Mamie Ratzel, Boulder's
Bicycle/Pedestrian Transportation Planner

*  How does your community incorporate multimodality into the ‘Long Range
Transportation Plan’/Thoroughfare Plan?
* Encouraging local communities to implement a system of fully interconnected
arterial and local streets, pathways and bikeways.
« Building transit ridership by expanding the current bus system and developing a
network of dedicated rail and/or bus “transitways.”

» How does your ‘Long Range Transportation Plan’/Thoroughfare Plan relate to your other
plans? (i.e. Smart Growth/LU plans, Infrastructure plans, transit plans, etc)
+ Encouraging mixed-use development in centers along transportation corridors
that better links housing, jobs and amenities, and reduces the need for single
destination trips.

s Funding
» For Federal aid projects, does the MPO/COG in your area include multimodal factors
when they rank projects in the Transportation Improvement Program (TIP)?

* Yes, see below
L]

s For local capital improvement projects do you include multimodal factors when prioritizing
and funding projects?
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« How is implementation of concurrent infrastructure funded that supports multi-modality,
such as:

« Lighting

s Trees

« Transponders for busses
+ Bike parking

s Etc.

s Measurements:
e« Are you collecting data, and if so, what types of data? Data examples:
Answer: TMP states that Boulder measures:
 Alt trips made as a % of total trips

o VMT
+ 9% of arterial lane miles congested
+  Air Quality

o carbon monoxide (CO) emissions
o volatile organic compounds (VOC) emissions
o nitrous oxide (NOx) emissions
¢ Corridor Level of Service (LOS) (includes LOS for multi-modal corridors)
+ Facility Performance
o Pedestrian Facilities
o Bicycle Facilities
o Transit Facilities
¢ Citywide Mobility Index (created by aggregating corridor LOS & facility performance
and weighting them based on share of total trips)

« Mode shift

« Miles of infrastructure

« Tracking trends: transit, bike, ‘transportation demand management’ programs
« Connection to congestion management programs

s Time of Day

o Other

« Do you have more current data than the 2000 census that shows commuting numbers in
your region by mode?

s Multimodal Evaluation
¢ How does your municipality define multimodality?
(e.g. Transit, Bicycle, Pedestrian, Freight)
+ Boulder considers pedestrian, bicycle and transit like some cities but they also

include Transportation Demand Management (TDM) as another key component to
the transportation mix.

» How do you know you are successful with respect to multimodality (i.e. for each and all
modes listed above)?

e Boulder is holding VMT numbers relatively flat compared to 1990 levels.

' Metropolitan Council, 2030 Transportation Policy Plan
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Best Practice Questions
Multimodal System Plan for the Indianapolis Region (MSPIR)
Twin Cities

1. Planning Process
a. What mode of transportation is your community trying to optimize?

« In the Long Range Transportation Plan, it is stated that “plan and invest in multi-
modal transportation choices, based on the full range of costs and benefits to
slow the growth in congestion and serve the region’s economic needs”. My
original interview was with Don Pflaum who it the Bicycle Coordinator for the City
of Minneapolis who stated that the city and the COG is trying to optimize
‘everything’ other than SOV usage.

* According to the LRTP there are five pnmary goals:

1. Focus highway investments on maintaining and managing the existing
system, removing or relieving bottlenecks and adding capacity.

2. Make more efficient use of the regional transportation system by
encourgaging TDM programs and additionally introducing “pricing
techniques’ such as HOT lanes.

3. Expand transit system, add bus-only lanes on highway shoulders, more
park and ride lots and develop network of transit ways.

4. Encourage local governments to develop and implement an integrated
and interconnected bike network.

5 Promote the development and preservation of various freight modes and
modal connections to adequately serve the movement of freight within
the region.

2. Planning and investing in multi-modal transportation choices based on
the full range of costs and benefits.'

3. Making more efficient use of the regional transportation system by
encouraging flexible work hours, telecommuting, ridesharing and transit
ridership (TDM Programs).

4 Focusing highway investments first on maintaining and managing the
existing system, and second on slowing congestion.

2. What planning goals are being met by targeting multimodality?

3. How does your community incorporate multimodality into the ‘Long Range Transportation
Plan’/Thoroughfare Plan?
» Encouraging local communities to implement a system of fully interconnected arterial
and local streets, pathways and bikeways.
 Building transit ridership by expanding the current bus system and developing a
network of dedicated rail and/or bus “transit-ways.”

4 How does your ‘Long Range Transportation Plan’/Thoroughfare Plan relate to your ather

plans? (i.e. Smart Growth/LU plans, Infrastructure plans, transit plans, etc)
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* Encouraging mixed-use development in centers along transportation corridors
that better links housing, jobs and amenities, and reduces the need for single
destination trips.

2. Funding
1. For Federal aid projects, does the MPO/COG in your area include multimodal factors
when they rank projects in the Transportation Improvement Program (TIP)?

2. For local capital improvement projects do you include multimodal factors when prioritizing
and funding projects?

3. How is implementation of concurrent infrastructure funded that supports multi-modality,
such as:

Lighting

Trees

Transponders for busses
* Bike parking

s Etc.

3. Measurements:
1. Are you collecting data, and if so, what types of data? Data examples:
e Alt trips made as a % of total trips

e VMT
« % of arterial lane miles congested
*  Air Quality

o carbon monoxide (CO) emissions
o volatile organic compounds (VOC) emissions
o nitrous oxide (NOx) emissions
s Cormdor Level of Service (LOS) (includes LOS for multi-modal corridors)
+ Facility Performance
o Pedestrian Facilities
o Bicycle Facilities
o Transit Facilities
* Citywide Mobility Index (created by aggregating corridor LOS & facility performance
and weighting them based on share of total trips)

+ Mode shift

* Miles of infrastructure

+ Tracking trends: transit, bike, ‘transportation demand management’ programs
+ Connection to congestion management programs

s Time of Day

* Other

2. Do you have more current data than the 2000 census that shows commuting numbers in
your region by mode?
4. Multimodal Evaluation
1. How does your municipality define multimodality?

(e.g. Transit, Bicycle, Pedestrian, Freight)

2. How do you know you are successful with respect to multimodality (i e. for each and all
modes listed above)?
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Sharrow

In some cases where there is insufficient roadway
cross-sectional area for bicycle lanes, or where
travel or parking lane reduction to gain that space
is impractical, a “sharrow” can be utilized (the
term sharrow is derived from a special pavement
marking of a bicycle and a double chevron arrow, or
“share-arrow”). Design criteria developed in several
experimental applications (Portland, San Francisco,
Salt Lake City) have promoted the inclusion of the
sharrow typology in national bicycle facility standards.
Marked and signed lanes inform the motorist of the
presence of lane-sharing bicycles, and encourage
cyclists to ride in the center of the lane rather than
in the insufficient space between curb or parked
cars and motor vehicles. Vehicle speeds should not
exceed 25 mph in a shared lane, a constraint that
can be reinforced by traffic calming interventions.
Sharrows are generally implemented concurrent
with development of bicycle lane networks. As with
bicycle lanes, this component requires bicyclist skill
and judgment levels commensurate with those of
motorists.

Shared Lanes or Wide-Curb Lanes

The conventional “shared lane” or “wide curb
lane” is typically implemented as a normal vehicle
lane that has added signage like a “share the road”
sign; where bicyclists are forced to ride along-side
vehicles. This typology is not recommended as a
substitute for properly designed bicycle lanes or
sharrows, since they offer no guidance to motorists,
and often encourage higher vehicle speeds. A
potential appropriate use for this typology is as a
temporary or transitional tool to link bicycle users
between established bike routes. Itis recommended
that the city transition all current “share lanes” to
properly designed bike lanes or sharrows.

== -
i

13’ min.

Above: Shared Lane (Wide-Curb Lane) Design
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