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COMMENTS AND RESPONSES

Letter K Continued

Ps=1.555+ 0.723 * ED + 0.526 * PD -1.090R

Good overall fit

Statistically significant
Logical independent variables
Low residuals

Readily available data

Best explanatory power on case-by-case basis
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Letter K Continued

Explored three models with refinement factors

Stepwise method: Class | paths and employment density
Model comparison: Class | paths and employment density

Stepwise method: Class | paths, employment and
population density
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Letter K Continued

By = -4.279 + 0.718 * C + 0.438 * ED
Where:
B = Morning peak bicycle count
C = Footage of Class | bicycle path within a quarter-mile

ED = Employment density within a quarter-mile

Summary:
Good overall fit
Model is within 50 bicyclists for 92% of sites
Model is within 5 bicyclists for 30% of sites

alta
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etter__ K Continued
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Letter K Continued

Facility capacity needs based on forecasted use
Measuring benefits of investments

Climate change analysis

Complete Streets project analysis

Funding and policy decisions

Corridor design projects
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Letter K Continued

Distribute count and survey materials and methods
Training manual
Training PowerPoint presentation

Count and survey forms

Encourage local jurisdictions to participate and send
data to NBPD

Continue analysis
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Letter K Continued

Thank you!
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LETTER K — Debbie Bulger, Mission: Pedestrian
Comment K-1 - Funding Priorities /Prioritization of Non-Motorized Transportation

Response: Funding priorities for all transportation projects are a function of each Regional
Transportation Plan. The comment addresses project priorities. The DSEIR evaluates potential
environmental consequences of the totality of projects as proposed, at a programmatic level, and
does not set priorities.

Page 3.15-1 of the DSEIR makes a general statement about non-motorized travel modes in the
region, for the purposes of establishing the exiting setting. Page 3.15-2 goes on to describe how
cities in the region have more developed and localized bicycle and pedestrian systems, and how there
are constraints and impediments in the existing system due to large areas of sparsely settled land
areas. The Alta information appears to be a presentation on national findings. The goals and
policies of each RTP and the MTP are cleatly supportive of non-motorized transportation modes.
The information on this page of the DSEIR is simply conveying the fact that despite good physical
and geographic conditions that should support more bicycle and pedestrian travel, existing levels of
non-motorized travel are not very high. The RTP documents encourage more non-motorized travel,
which is consistent with several related goals and policies.

AMBAG appreciates the additional information, which is now included in the record.
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