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BASIC
ASSUMPTIONS
The following
assumptions are
basic 1o successful
implezmentation of
the Plan's trans-
portation sirstegy.

~ Education ban
ghange atiudos
ond behavior, Given
practical and con-
Venient altesnatvos
1o diiving alone,
many peopi wil
choose to make at
Teast some 9f the
uips now taken by
car, by other
modes. *

«Land Use and
Transportation
strategies achiove
more cooperative-
1. Incraasing the
censity of iobs and
residences in com-
pactiocations
makes the provision
af transportation
semices more effi-
<ient and increasss
ils corvenienca 10
e sider.

+Transportation
practices can el
achieve enviran-
menta} goals: i
case of conflicts,
non-motofized

modes of travel are

preferrec.
Improvesmanis in

- regional snd focal
wensitate impera-
tives. Tolzcommut-
ing and elecironic
communications
alsq have soles 10
play in reducing
transportation-
related problems.

A: Seatlo heads foward the
noxt century, it clearly,must
becoms cily whoro more pecple

walk, ride bicycies and hop coave-
\ their neighborhoods

they make. Wilhout these ckanges.
rushhour congestion likely will

increcse more than tenfold within

the region, leading to more hours

stuck on Ireeways and diminishing
g and waler quolity.

The Transportation Element of lhe
Droft Comprehensive Plan proposes
o strategy to reduce cutomobile
dependency by addressing frans-
portotion-celated envirormental con-
corns whife promoting the cily's and

region’s econcmic vilolity. The sircte-

gy's cornerstone is @ commitment fo
prioriize o nonmolorizod ond
highoccupancy modes of frovel
above Ihe automobile.

The Pion also seeks o reduce
growth in single-cecupant vehicle
travel by strenglhening those fea-
lures which conliibute today o
Seattle’s relative Iransportation eifi-
ciency. For instance, it's easy lo

abserve the positive influence of a
compact, mixeduse urbor landuse
pattem on people’s choice of trans:
sortation. Seallleites living in denser
areas ore more Tkely lo use fransit
than others in Ihe region; lhe work

rip distance in Seotfle is holf the
ragional average. In Seatlle, 11% of
ips made cre by lronsil, compared
with 2% in the region.

The Urbon Villages Stralegy

lescribed i the tand Use saction)
combines load use and transporto:
lion systems fo ceduce avesege Iip
distances, and lo increase wolking
by mare clossly ossociali
wilh work and shopping. The trans-
perlotion strategy is designed fo pro.
vide Seaille with a multimodal sans-
porfation system in which each com-
ponenl — cor, bus, van, bike, side:
walk, truck, train, ferry or plane —
is used opproprictely. The siralegy
supporls a ruly comprehensive
regional transporkalion systes that
teflects the aceds of pecple, calher
thon expeciing people o change.
tehavior fo reflect the curreal limila-
lions of our transl servicus. It offers
a redl alternalive o using the outo:
mobile for most tips.
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AUTOMOBILES & PARKING

viould

Reaummm ilos witl
he achicved by:

« Resiricting the consruction of
new fraoways and arterials:

» Liniiting new streuts fo critical
conaections to improve trafic
circulation;

Even with ive sys-
tem, hawiever, we sill musi over-
come an otfitude basier in order for
this ransportafion: siiotegy fo suc-
ceed. Quitz simply, we musl break
our addiclion to the avtomabite
allitude change may begin with the
Comprehensive: Plan and the City
es lo implement it
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. dditional capacity for
single-occupancy vehiclos;

« Reducing trips by managing
demand {carpouls, vanools, otc

« Protocting residontial sttests from
walfic incroasos;

redsce the use of cars through packing-
related measures such as:

+ Contralling the supply of available
garking;

+ Limiting parkicg speces in Urban
Conters;

« Establisting not anly minimurm bt
alko paaximum parking roquive-
ments for now dovelopmonts;

« Limiting the growth of tha parking
suppit;

« Applying parking policies for

i Lty

+ Employing tenftic level-of
standards based oo minimsizing
travat time for priority fi.c. non
50V} modes of avel

« Applying now parking poficies
gradually ta migimvize disruption of
business.
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