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Needs and Opportunities
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RISITSTUDY] Transit Needs & Opportunities
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Transit Concepts
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Concept A:
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.J..‘L'.!T‘!.‘.‘..'... DN s

T
II P - TREPA
A e
i T— "
\ !
L — IELITER T "%
LT 3 :

*‘I.‘.‘.H‘.' N .
uge

Eeer |

FARESLIWORD s
HPLE
TIEEACT e

SRR e

{—u—uwmmm o e ..

oW s {
M-
E-TLE )

TR
H

i

¥

: | ]
Transit System Concepts g ll“:“{

Urban Core

B —
LT LIET R

=._..1“ oHTE
Legend

p— UL L
rmrmmmieis Light Rail

T R LR ]

R LY
anmr
LRI

U PEISSARCE PSR GRDT

BRANGON

Ll

e

-
B b ket

L. TREmEtokkiie \
: -l-l-"’I
= o
¥ = o riaBICaLINOC =
o TR R L [l e
k et i
.. © . PLAMT -
TEPEEEE __.---":_ CITY :
== 3
A e - s % |
— £ & .-'
& - 5

s

By amy g

IEEE s s R

i
¥, T,

Y wALmEe L |
'.I 3

LI EEL RN R r

LignNIRaniie J

CETERT
/ . :
; H
! H
.?
J RLEETTY
Edaal b bdui ol
P
¢

ETAFL W Bali

¢
o waLm
AL WM AP
il
S
.



O RANSITSTUDY

Concept B:

Diagram
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Comparative Land Use
Analysis
for Transit Concepts
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Concept A:
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Concept B:
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Concept C:
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Employment Trend

By Sub-Region
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Employment Trend by Transit Concept

for Sub-Regions

A RANSIT STUDY
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2050 Employment with Transit

by Concept

A RANSIT STUDY

Concept 2050
Concept A Concept B Concept C ABC Forecast
Employment 170,795 290,370 216,138 367,768 1,430,199
% of 2050
Forecast 11.94% 20.30% 15.11% 25.71%




Population Trend
for Sub-Regions
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2050 Population with Transit

by Concept

Concept 2050
Concept A Concept B Concept C ABC Forecast
Population 175,309 420,589 315,170 595,798 2,034,180
% of 2050
Forecast 8.62% 20.68% 15.49% 29.29%
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Measures of Effectiveness
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Land Use

"Population near Stations
"Employment near Stations
"Potential TOD Acreage

"Incremental increase in Land Value
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Mobility

"Carrying capacity of Transit System
*Transit Ridership

"Miles and Hours of Travel

=*Speed and Congestion
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Environment
=Air Quality

"Fuel Consumption - Energy
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Financial
"Capital Costs
"O&M Costs
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Systems
"Integration — Countywide and Regional
=Service Characteristics

=System Capacity
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System Design Issues



= Connecting Downtown and Westshore

*" Downtown Tampa

= USF Area
= [-4 Corridor



Tampa Rail Project
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USF Conceptual Alignment
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Current Activities and Next
Steps



ZORISITSIUDY| Meetings

" MPO and Committees (Aug and Sep)
" Leadership Team (Aug 20)
" Technical Team (Aug 23)

= MOSI Open House (Aug 25)



Next Steps

" Transit Needs & Opportunities (May)
= Evaluation of Scenarios (Jun-Jul)

= Public Outreach (Aug)

= System Concept (Sept)

= Strategies (Oct-Nov)
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