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Why do we need a new Strategic
Mobility Plan?
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Why do we need a new Strategic

Mobility Plan?

IMAGINE AUSTIN TRANSPORTATION VISION STATEMENT:

- Austin is accessible. Our transportation network provides a wide variety of
options that are efficient, reliable, and cost-effective to serve the diverse needs
and capabilities of our citizens. Public and private sectors work together to

~ improve air quality and reduce congestion in a collaborative and creative

mannetr.

* Interconnected development patterns support public fransit and a variety of

transportation choices, while reducing sprawl, congestion, travel times, and ‘:
negative impacts on existing neighborhoods. »
* Our integrated transportation system is well-maintained, minimizes negative

impacts on natural resources, and remains affordable for all users.
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* Austin promotes safe bicycle and pedestrian access with well-designed routes 'ﬂ
that provide connectivity through the greater Austin area. These routes are %

A
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part of our comprehensive regional transportation network.



Austin Strategic Mobility Plan

The will update the Austin
Metropolitan Area Transportation Plan (AMATP), which was adopted in
1995 and has not been updated to reflect the vision of

The
Covers a year timeframe

Will update and define our City transportation needs, allowing us to
take advantage of as they arise

Will pull multiple mobility programs and plans into an integrated
approach to planning for

Will provide a comprehensive vision and the strategies, programs,
projects, and metrics needed to create a safe and efficient



Relationship to Local Planning
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Austin Strategic Mobility Plan
.

Three overarching travel needs
the ASMP will address:

* Through and around
* |n and out of the core

*  Within activity centers
and neighborhoods




Relationship to CodeNEXT
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Street Network Table
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Street Network Table

9|
NETWORK ROLE

T

¥ CONTEXT

Strect desion can be improved by understanding how Bulldings and and wse activty drectly
Moract with stroets and how diferont Neghborhoods Rave UNIGUe MobilRy priortes

AR ROy M0 o
0™ SO0 MU0 OO
My Aier et ety aneeg

o et

{ X T XS
OO, o OOy

wwty ot~ "}'-V PO RO
(OOREY MDA MO SO0 L2




Components of the Strategic

Mobility Plan
N e —————————

Transportation

Austin’s Mobility
Story

Implementation

Scenario
Strategy

Modeling

Communit
7 Street Network

Priorities and Table

Vision
Outcomes

Programs Projects

Policies Metrics




Public Engqgemem-
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Project
Website
Community

Work ‘ Open HOL.Jses &
Symposwms

Sessions

CITY OF AUSTIN m
Multimodm{ y

Community (Res. No. Mobile
Adyvisory 20160211-017) ‘ Outreach
Committee

Quality of
Life
Initiatives

Town Hall
Meetings




Integrated Planning Approach
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Project Connect

GEORGETOWN o

What is Project Connect? =

LEANDER
HUTTO

Central TX regionally adopted \,
High-Capacity Transit Plan (2012) s 0

What are We Doing?

AUSTIN

Refine Project Connect Plan

Why?

Select new transit solutions for access el
into, out of, & within  central Austin - ¢ e
\‘? connect @ "m 0= 6 {55 B



Coordination
S
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PROJECT CONNECT

Community Outreach/
Vetting of Define Corridor/ Project Alternatives
Stations, etc.)

Purpose & Need :
Goals & Objectives Evaluation of
Draft Project & Corridors/ Projects

Corridor Inventory Preliminary Results Confirm

1 Define Evaluation
Draft Evaluation Recommended Criteria

Criteria Corridors,/ Projects

Establish
Multimodal PC - ASMP PC-ASMP

Community Kick-off Workshop Preferred Scenario

Advisory 2/4/17 Workshop
Committee

AUSTIN STRATEGIC MOBILITY PLAN

Preferred Strategy
- Identify Preferred
Scenario Building y

Establish Core Values \ and Evaluation itratrgypl :f?jf-':_t |
Draft “Austin’s - Mobility Indexing Rl rioritization

Mobility Story” Report J - Modeling Elements Implementation
N . - Project Prioritization [/ Plan
- Spatial Analysis

Methodology

Project Initiation
“Getting the Word Out”

Plan Review and
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