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A MOTION relating to the King County Metro Strategic
Plan for Public Transportation 2011-2021 and King County
Metro Service Guidelines and accepting the King County
Metro Transit 2013 Service Guidelines Report.

WHEREAS, the council adopted the King County Metro Strategic Plan for Public
Transportation 2011-2021 ("the strategic plan") and the King County Metro Service
Guidelines ("the service guidelines") in July 2011, and

WHEREAS, the Strategic Plan and Service Guidelines were to follow the
recommendations of the regional transit task force regarding the policy framework for the
Metro transit system, and

WHEREAS, the regional transit task force recommended that the strategic plan
and service guidelines focus on transparency and clarity, cost control and productivity,
and

WHEREAS, the regional transit task force further recommended that the policy
guidance for making service reductions and service growth decisions be based on the
following three priorities:

A. Emphasize productivity due to its linkage to economic development, land use,
financial stability and environmental sustainability;

B. Ensure social equity; and
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C. Provide geographic value throughout the county, and

WHEREAS, Ordinance 17143, Section 5, adopting the strategic plan and service
guidelines directs that an annual service guidelines report of Metro's transit system,
beginning with a baseline report in 2012, be transmitted by the executive to the council
for acceptance by motion, and

WHEREAS, Ordinance 17597, Section 6.B., specifies that the annual service
guidelines report also be transmitted by October 31 of each year to the regional transit
committee for consideration, and

WHEREAS, Ordinance 17143, Section 5.A., specifies that the annual service
guidelines report include:

A. The corridors analyzed to determine the Metro All-Day and Peak Network
with a summary of resulting scores and assigned service levels as determined by the
service guidelines;

B. The results of the analysis including a list of transit corridors above and below
their target service levels and the estimated number of service hours necessary to meet
the needs of each corridor below its target service level;

C. The performance of transit services by route and any changes in the service
guidelines thresholds since the previous reporting period, using the performance
measures identified in chapter III of the strategic plan and in the service guidelines;

D. A list of transit service changes made to routes and corridors of the network
since the last reporting period;

E. Network and rider connectivity associated with transit services delivered by

other providers; and
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F. A list of potential changes, if any, to the strategic plan and service guidelines
to better meet their policy intent, and

WHEREAS, King County Metro staff has compiled the required information and
the executive has transmitted the service guidelines report set forth as Attachment A to

this motion to the council and to the regional transit committee;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT. MOVED by the Council of King County:
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49 The King County council hereby accepts the King County Metro Transit 2013
50  Service Guidelines Report, Attachment A to this motion.

51

Motion 14068 was introduced on 11/12/2013 and passed by the Metropolitan King
County Council on 1/27/2014, by the following vote:

Yes: 9 - Mr. Phillips, Mr. von Reichbauer, Mr. Gossett, Ms. Hague,
Ms. Lambert, Mr. Dunn, Mr. McDermott, Mr. Dembowski and Mr.

Upthegrove
No: 0
Excused: 0

KING COUNTY COUNCIL |

I L4
Odl‘[’}" Phillips, L@ir

ATTEST:

Gemmatnnn

Anne Noris, Clerk of the Council

Attachments: A. King County Metro Transit - 2013 Service Guidelines Report
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Metro Transit uses service guidelines to plan and manage our transit system and to enable the public to see
the basis of our proposals to expand, reduce or revise service. We developed the guidelines in response to a
recommendation of the 2010 Regional Transit Task Force and included them in the Strategic Plan for Public
Transportation, which was adopted by the King County Council in 2011 and amended in August 2013. This
2013 Service Guidelines Report was prepared to comply with Section 5 of King County Ordinance 17143. It
presents our analysis of the Metro system using the guidelines. Unless noted otherwise, the data analyzed
was from the February 16-June 7, 2013 service period.

The service guidelines strike a balance between productivity, social equity and geographic value. They help
us use public tax and fare dollars as effectively as possible to provide high-quality service that gets people
where they want to go (productivity). They help us make sure Metro serves areas that have many low-
income and minority residents and others who may depend on transit
(social equity), and that we respond to public transportation needs
throughout the county (geographic value).

This report presents our analysis of Metro’s 2013 All-Day and Peak
Network, which sets target service levels for the 112 corridors in the
network and identifies where service-hour investments are needed. it
also presents our performance analysis of 212 Metro bus routes, which
assesses productivity and service quality and identifies routes that are
candidates for change or reduction. Metro's system experienced overall
productivity improvements since last year's report. The performance
thresholds increased for both the bottom and top performance
thresholds for each period, measure and market except in the off-peak
for routes that serve the Seattle Core. The findings of our analysis are
the basis for the service reduction proposal presented in Section 5. The
County's adopted 2013-2014 budget assumes that Metro will have a p -
$75 million revenue shortfall starting in mid-2014, after some temporary The Service Guidelines
funding runs out. A reduction of up to 600,000 annual service hours '
would be necessary to close the budget gap. An additional 45,000

define a transparent
process using objective

annual service hours would have to be cut in June 2014 because the data that helps Metro

funding will end for enhanced service to mitigate traffic impacts of the mate dbetsions SBant

Alaskan Way Viaduct Replacement Project. The proposal for this major addiﬁg, reducing and

reduction—about 17 percent of the Metro system—is based on the changing transit service

reduction priorities in the service guidelines. to deliver productive, high

Investment Needs quality service where it's
needed most,

The 2013 guidelines analysis found an estimated need of approximately
510,000 annual hours to meet Metro's service quality objectives and
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meet the target service levels. These needs represent an increase of about 15 percent above the current
system size. These investments are necessary to provide reliable services with adequate transit capacity to
destinations throughout King County.

2013 Investment Needs
(Based on Spring 2013 Data)

 Priority | Investment Area Estimated Annual Hours Needed ‘
1 | Reduce passenger crowding B 15,400
2 | Improve schedule reliability 27,800
Increase service to meet target service levels
: | in All-Day and Peak Network 61200
L Total investment need | 510,700
Increase service on high-productivity routes: A substantial portion of the growth
4 needed to meet the Transportation 2040 goals (an additional 2.6 million annual
| service hours) will be on high-productivity services.

Investment priorities 1 and 2; Service quality needs. Twenty-seven routes need investment to reduce
passenger crowding and 69 routes need investment to improve schedule reliability. These routes need
investments that are likely to be relatively minor, such as an added trip at a particular time of day or a few
additional minutes of running time. We determined a total investment need of 43,200 annual service hours
to correct the service quality problems.

Investment priority 3: Service to meet target service levels in the All-Day and Peak Network. Fifty-
eight corridors need investment to reach target service levels. Meeting target levels typically requires the
addition of many trips in a time period or in multiple time periods of the day, or complete revision of the
schedules of routes serving an area. We determined a total investment need of approximately 467,500
annual service hours to meet target service levels.

Investment priority 4: High-productivity routes. Investment in high-productivity services is the fourth
investment priority. Eighty-two of the 212 routes evaluated were in the top 25 percent on one or both
productivity measures in 2013.

Highly productive routes generally serve areas where there is latent demand for transit. Although we know
from our experience that investments in very productive routes result in higher ridership, the guidelines do
not attempt to quantify the service hours that would be necessary to satisfy that demand. Some of these
high-productivity routes are already identified as needing investments because they are overcrowded,
unreliable or on corridors where service is not at the target level.

Investment in high-productivity routes is one way we use resources effectively to serve more people,
helping us meet future needs. To meet the long-term goal in the Puget Sound region’s transportation plan,
Metro must double the number of riders and nearly double service levels by 2040. Growth to this level will
help Metro maximize mobility as well as the economic and environmental benefits of transit.

The existing need of more than 500,000 annual service hours represents only about 20 percent of the
growth needed to meet the region's 2040 targets. We expect a substantial portion of the remaining 2.6
million annual service hours will be on highly productive routes. Although new resources will be required
to make the large investments our region needs, we will invest in highly productive routes incrementally
as opportunities become available—such as through service restructures or partnerships with local
jurisdictions.

KING COUNTY METRO TRANSIT 2013 SERVICE GUIDELINES REPORT
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Changes in investment needs since 2012

The total investment need of 510,700 annual service hours is a substantial increase from the 334,300-hour
need found in the 2012 analysis. The investment needs grew for several reasons:

= Continued growth in ridership has resulted in an increased need for investment to reduce passenger
crowding.

= More investment is needed to address a decline in schedule reliability that has resulted from more-
crowded buses, more roadway construction, increasing traffic congestion, and scheduling efficiencies
adopted in 2010 and 2011 that have made it harder for late buses to get back on schedule.

= Target service levels increased for many routes as a result of the August 2013 update to the service
guidelines methodology that made it more responsive to jobs and household levels.

Current budget outlook. Metro's ability to make the needed investments in the transit system
depends on future funding. Metro and the King County Council have taken numerous actions
since 2008 to manage a severe revenue shortfall and preserve as much service as possible, but
use of reserve funds and revenue from the temporary congestion reduction charge will no longer
be available after mid-2014. As a result, Metro faces an ongoing annual shortfall of $75 million.
In addition, state funding for enhanced transit service to mitigate the impacts of the Alaskan Way
Viaduct Replacement Project expires in June 2014. Unless a new source of funding is approved,
Metro will have to reduce service in 2014 and 2015 to close the funding gap.

Reduction priorities

While it is never a goal to take away anyone's transit service, Metro may reduce service and reinvest the
hours according to priorities defined in the guidelines to make the transit system more effective. Metro
may also have to eliminate service because of budget constraints—as we are planning to do now because
of the projected $75 million revenue shortfall and discontinuation of Alaskan Way Viaduct construction
mitigation funding. The service guidelines include priorities for reducing service that consider a route’s
productivity and its role in meeting the target service levels of the All-Day and Peak Network. We used
these guidelines to plan a proposed reduction of up to 600,000 hours plus the 45,000 hours that will be
lost when the Alaskan Way Viaduct mitigation contract ends. This proposal is presented in Section 5.

This report summarizes the reduction priorities of the guidelines into high, medium and low potential for
major reduction. For a comparison of these designations and the reduction priorities in the guidelines, see
Figure 12 on page 44.

Services that operate below the productivity thresholds are the first we consider for reduction. However,
not all routes that operate below productivity thresholds have the same priority for service reductions. We
describe routes as having high potential for major reduction when they operate below the productivity
threshold and are largely duplicative of other routes and are on corridors that are above their target service
levels. We describe routes as having medium potential for major reduction when they operate below the
productivity threshold but help achieve target service levels on the All-Day and Peak Network.

Services with a high or medium potential for major reduction are within the first reduction priority in the
guidelines. These services do not meet performance standards and are less used connections on the All-
Day and Peak Network.

The 2013 analysis estimated that the total number of service hours that could be reduced from services
categorized as having medium or high potential for reduction ranged from 255,000 to 360,000. A range
was presented because the number of hours that would actually be reduced from a route would vary in

KING COUNTY METRO TRANSIT 2013 SERVICE GUIDELINES REPORT
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a service reduction plan, depending on the route's role in the overall network. To close the budget gap,
additional hours from service categorized as having low priority for reduction must be eliminated. This
is productive, well-performing service used by many riders and it would not be eliminated in ordinary
circumstances.

The guidelines at work: 2013 service changes and September 2012 results

Metro used the previous guidelines analysis to make service revisions in September 2013. The revisions
included restructuring commuter service on the 1-90 corridor, starting alternative service and revising
existing service in the Snoqualmie Valley, reducing service on routes below the productivity threshold, and
adding service to reduce crowding or improve reliability. We made these changes with the expectation of
attracting more riders, improving productivity, and advancing social equity by serving people who depend
on transit.

Our September 2012 service revision was the first extensive use of the guidelines to restructure and
reallocate service to improve system effectiveness. Early results are promising, showing increases in
ridership and productivity on the RapidRide C and D lines and routes that were restructured.

Metro at a Glance (2012)

Service area 2,134 square miles

Population 1.96 million
 Employment 1.2:million

Fixed-route ridership.  114.7 million
Vanpool ridership: 3.4 million
Access ridership: 1.2 million

Annual service hours 3.5 million

Active fleet 1,396 buses
Bus stops over 8,000
Park-and-rides 131

KING COUNTY METRO TRANSIT 2013 SERVICE GUIDELINES REPORT
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B INTRODUCTION

This is the third annual service guidelines report. From now on, reports will be published in the fall rather
than in the spring, as previous reports were, to better align service planning with the budget process and to
provide data to the public as soon as it is available.

The report presents the results of our analysis of spring 2013 data for the Metro system using the service
guidelines, and identifies services that are candidates for investment, change, or reduction. It serves as a
snapshot of Metro service in one service change—a four-month period—and allows us to compare service
in that same period each year to identify trends and areas needing improvement.

When Metro makes service decisions to match budget projections—whether resources are shrinking, stable,
or growing—the service guidelines help by identifying reduction and investment priorities. The adopted
2013-2014 budget assumes that Metro will have a $75 million annual revenue shortfall beginning in mid-
2014—at about the same time the Alaskan Way Viaduct (AWV) construction mitigation funding expires. This
will make it necessary to reduce service by up to 600,000 annual service hours to close the general revenue
gap, plus 45,000 hours that would be lost when AWV mitigation service ends.

What is in this report?

This report is organized to lead readers through the following questions:

» How is my route doing? Section 1 presents the results of our route performance analysis as well as
our analysis of corridors, which determines if target service levels are being met. In the future, this
section will also discuss performance of alternative services.

= Where are service investments most needed? Section 2 identifies specific investment priorities based
on service quality needs, target service levels, and route productivity.

= What routes have the highest potential for major reductions or elimination? Section 3 summarizes
corridor and route information, identifying services with high, medium, and low potential for major
reduction. This section is the starting point for analyzing how we could reduce the system. It does not
provide the reduction proposals.

» How is Metro using the guidelines? Section 4 describes how we used the guidelines to plan service
changes in 2013, and presents early results of the major fall 2012 service revision.

= What will a major service reduction look like? Section 5 shows a proposed reduction of up
to approximately 600,000 annual service hours based that would be necessary because of the
assumed revenue shortfall, and an additional 45,000 hours that would be necessary because of the
discontinuation of Alaskan Way Viaduct project mitigation funding.

Figure 1 summarizes the service guidelines process we followed in preparing this report. To read the complete
service guidelines, visit http://metro.kingcounty.gov/planning and select the “Service Guidelines” tab.

KING COUNTY METRO TRANSIT 2013 SERVICE GUIDELINES REPORT
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2013 strategic plan and service guidelines update

This report reflects the following updates to Metro's strategic plan and service guidelines that were
adopted in August 2013:

1.

Better linkage of transit service and local development. The updates and the process we followed
in developing them are described in Section 1.

Civil Rights Act Title VI. The Federal Transit Administration revised its requirements for transit
agencies pursuant to Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, and we updated Metro's systemwide
service standards and policies to comply.

Alternative services. The service guidelines were updated to integrate alternative services per King
County Council Motion 13736, which accepted the King County Metro Transit Five-Year Implementation
Plan for Alternatives to Traditional Transit Service Delivery. The guidelines now include alternative
services as one of the designated service families. The guidelines also clarify the purpose of alternative
services, describe the conditions under which alternative services would be considered, and discuss
how the services will be evaluated.

Clarification of guidelines analysis process. The guidelines were revised to improve clarity and
to address technical issues related to the corridor analysis. Examples include revised passenger load
thresholds that include RapidRide service levels, and a clearer explanation of the target service level
comparison process.

FIG. 1
Metro Service Guidelines Process

All-Day and Peak Network Route Performance Analysis
(Corridor Analysis) Productivity
1. Productivity (Land Use) 1. Rides/Platform Hour
2. Social Equity 2. Passenger Miles/Platform Miles
3. Geographic Value Service Quality
4, Ridership 3. Overcrowding
5. Peak Route Evaluation 4. On-time Performance
L

____L_..___,| 'a —

N v

i = —=

Route and Corridor Performance

1. Potential for Major Reduction
2. Investment Priorities

<>

SERVICE CHANGES AND PROPOSALS*

*Service Design Principles guide changes to the system and are considered when planning for service changes.
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Providing service where it's needed most: how the guidelines advance

social equity and geographic value

Metro strives to provide equitable access to public transportation for everyone in our community and to
deliver value throughout King County. The service guidelines help us by defining criteria and processes
for analyzing and planning transit service that focus on social equity and geographic value.

Social equity

One of the most important processes is that of setting target service levels for corridors in the All-Day
and Peak Network. The guidelines define a process for determining a social equity score that makes up
25 percent of each corridor’s total service-level score. First we determine low-income and minority census
tracts in the corridor using census data. Then we assign a social equity score based on the percentage of
people who board buses in those areas compared to the county average.

The social equity score is combined with scores for productivity (50 percent of the total) and geographic
value (25 percent) to determine a preliminary target service level. The next step is to increase the service
level if necessary to serve the actual number of current riders. This step helps us make sure that in areas
where many people have few transportation options and rely on Metro to get around, we set a target
service level that will accommodate them.

The investment priorities defined in the guidelines also benefit low-income and minority corridors where
many people use transit. The guidelines place a high priority on reducing overcrowding and improving
schedule reliability. The table below shows the findings of the 2013 quidelines analysis for investment
needed to reduce overcrowding, improve reliability, and meet target service levels systemwide and in
low-income and minority routes and carridors.

@@@@@@@@

Prioity | Estimated | Hourson | %of | Hourson | %of

Investment *;otal hours | total [ low-income | ~ total
Category | needed r | need | routes/corridor ﬁﬁ?@eeﬂ-
Passenger crowding 15,400 47% 8,200 53%
Schedule reliability 27.800 11,750 42% 16,200 58%
e nonge: 467,100 317,500 68% 300,900 64%

service levels

KING COUNTY METRO TRANSIT 2013 SERVICE GUIDELINES REPORT 7
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We also consider historically disadvantaged populations and
people who depend on transit when we develop proposals to
add, reduce or revise service. We strive to reach or maintain
established target service levels. Even when reducing low-
performing service, we avoid making reductions on underserved
corridors. y

The proposed plan to cut up to 600,000 service hours because of
Metro’s $75 million revenue shortfall and 45,000 hours because
of the discontinuation of Alaskan Way Viaduct mitigation funding
will affect transit users throughout King County. The guidelines
help us assure that low-income and minority communities are not
disproportionately affected.

Another way we avoid disproportionate impacts is to conduct
robust public outreach that engages people who have low
incomes or are members of minority groups—including those who speak little or no English. We develop
partnerships with community organizations, have public open houses and information tables at convenient
times and locations, translate public communication materials, and offer interpreters at meetings.

We follow the requirements and guidance of Title VI of the Civil Rights Act, which prohibits discrimination
on the basis of race, color or national origin; King County Ordinance 16948, related to the “fair and just”
principle of the King County Strategic Plan, which strives to eliminate inequities and social injustices
based on race, income, and neighborhood; and the Executive Order on Translation, which requires county
agencies to ensure that public communications are culturally and linguistically appropriate for the target
audience, including people who do not speak English well.

For example, Ordinance 16948 lists 13 “determinants of equity.” When planning service changes we strive
to maintain public transportation connections and access to health, education, food, housing, employment
and other activities of daily living and civic engagement.

Geographic value

To help us deliver value throughout the county’s geographic area, the guidelines identify the primary
transit connections between centers on the basis of ridership and travel time. Centers are activity

nodes that are the basis of the countywide transit network. They include regional growth centers,
manufacturing/industrial centers, and transit activity centers. Transit activity centers include major
destinations and transit attractions such as large employment sites and health and social service facilities.

In the process for setting target service levels, we assign higher levels to corridors that serve as primary
connections between centers.

e

E . : Number of
i Primary Connections g
- ;’Y i Corridors
Between regional growth centers 31
Between transit activity centers 49

(o]
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The guidelines also incorporate geographic value by classifying routes by market served. This
classification allows us to compare similar routes when assessing productivity. We classify our
routes into two groups:

= Seattle core routes, which serve the greater downtown Seattle area and the University
District.

» Non-Seattle core routes, which operate in other areas of Seattle and King County.

Routes that serve the Seattle core are expected to perform at a higher level because their market
potential is greater than routes serving other parts of King County.

Transit Activity Centers
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SECTION 1

B SERVICE ANALYSIS

When Metro plans changes to our transit system, we
analyze both the performance of routes (productivity and
service quality) and how those routes serve the All-Day
and Peak Network, This section describes how we do
this analysis and presents the results. This analysis is the
starting point for planning service revisions but is not a
service change proposal.

14068

i
A
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The results are summarized in Table 7 (p. 20), which shows route performance and service quality needs
alongside target service levels, corridor needs, and potential for major reduction.

The methodology for analyzing corridors was revised to better link local jurisdictions’ development
decisions and transit service. This revision is described on page 12.

How we do the analysis

Route performance

We assess each route’s performance by measuring its
productivity and service quality.

1. Productivity. We calculate productivity using two
measures:

= Rides per platform hour — total ridership divided by
the total hours a bus travels from the time it leaves its
base until it returns.

= Passenger miles per platform mile — total miles
traveled by all passengers divided by the total miles
the bus operates from its base until it returns.

We analyze productivity in peak, off-peak, and night periods
in the market the route serves:

= Seattle core routes serve downtown Seattle, First Hill,
Capitol Hill, South Lake Union, the University District,
or Uptown.

= Non-Seattle-core routes serve other areas of Seattle
and King County.

Routes below the productivity threshold are those in the
bottom 25 percent of routes that operate in the same time
period and market. High-productivity routes are those in the
top 25 percent. The performance thresholds for 2013 are
shown in Table 1.

What are corridors and
routes’

Corridors are major transit pathways
that connect regional growth,
manufacturing/industrial, and

activity centers; park-and-rides and
transit hubs; and major destinations
throughout King County. The service
guidelines use the corridor analysis to
evaluate and set target service levels
for the 112 corridors of the All-Day and
Peak Network.

Routes are the actual services
provided. Service within a single
carridor might be provided by multiple
hus routes. For example, the corridor
from Fremont to downtawn Seattle via
Dexter Avenue North is served by two
different bus routes, 26 and 28, and
both of these routes extend beyond
Fremont. Some routes also cover
multiple corridors. For example, the
Route 271 serves three distinct travel
markets: |ssaquah-Eastgate, Eastgate-
Bellevue, and Bellevue-University
District. The service guidelines evaluate
routes for productivity and service
quality.
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Change in route performance thresholds. The route performance thresholds change in each report to
reflect current performance. Compared to the 2012 report, the performance thresholds increased for both
the bottom and top performance thresholds for each period, measure and market except in the off-peak for
routes that serve the Seattle Core. This general increase reflects overall improvement in the Metro system's
productivity. The bottom 25 percent threshold for off-peak passenger miles per platform mile for routes that
serve the Seattle Core changed from 9.9 to 9.8. The top 25 percent threshold for off-peak rides per platform
mile and for passenger miles per platform mile both changed from 54.3 to 51.3 and from 15.5 to 15.4,
respectively. Route performance threshold changes between 2012 and 2013 are shown in Tables 1 and 2.

Year-over-year change from 2012 to 2013 for each route’s ridership and hours is reported in Appendix K.

TABLE 1
2012-2013 Route Performance Threshold Changes for Top 25%

~ Peak 0ff Peak Night
‘ Me{rket Performance :Riﬁés! Parzsif:sg’»ar Rides/ Passenger Rides/ Passenger
. Platform Platform Platform | Miles/Platform | Platform Miles/

\ Hour Mile Hour Mile Hour Platform Mile
Routes that 2013 241 | 14 245 79 | 188 ! 6.3
DONOTserve | 2012 21.9 6.0 | 224 66 | 177 | 53 |
Seattlecore | change 2.2 1.4 21 R I

|
Roitediiat 2013 473 | 166 | 513 154 | 349 | 108
serve Seattle 2012 45.4 14.8 543 15.5 31.5 ‘ 9.0
| core Change 19 | 18 | 30 o1 | 34 | 18
TABLE 2
2012-2013 Route Performance Threshold Changes for Bottom 25%
X ' Pea_? Bl Off Peak Night
- Market Performance E;zn:ides! Par:rl_.r;zng’;‘e_r Rides/ Passenger Rides/ Passenger
P Platform Piatfiim Platform | Miles/Platform | Platform Miles/
| Hour Mile Hour Mile Hour Platform Mile
' Routesthat | 2013 12.1 24 | 120 | 27 109 | 26
DONOTserve | 2012 | 120 22 | 101 | 19 | 93 | 20
Seattle core | Change | 0.1 02 [ g | e8| 16| 08
Routesthat | 2013 | 240 | 107 | 326 | 98 | 214 | 63
serve Seattle | 2012 | 228 | 938 30.6 9.9 19.1 ‘ 58
core Change | 12 | 09 | 20 [ 01 [ 23 | o5

2. Service quality. We assess route overcrowding and reliability. To ensure that investments are
warranted to address problems, we may consider performance over a longer period than a single
service change.

= Qvercrowding is defined as a trip that on average has 25 to 50 percent more riders than seats
(depending on service frequency) or has people standing for longer than 20 minutes.

® Reliability is measured by how often trips are late—arriving at any time point more than five minutes
behind schedule. A route has low reliability if it is late more than 20 percent of the time on an average
weekday or weekend, or more than 35 percent of the time in the weekday PM peak period.

KING COUNTY METRO TRANSIT 2013 SERVICE GUIDELINES REPORT 1
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All-Day and Peak Network

The All-Day and Peak Network analysis examines corridors and peak service.

1) Corridor analysis

Each corridor in the All-Day and Peak Network is assigned target service levels based on productivity,
social equity, and geographic value. Table 3 shows the service family categories based on the target
service levels. The All-Day and Peak Network analysis compares the target service levels to existing service
to determine whether a corridor is below, at, or above the target levels. The steps of the corridor analysis
as well as the results are in Appendix L.

An updated corridor methodology that better links transit service and local
development

In response to King County Ordinance 17143, Metro convened a collaborative working group

to discuss concepts for refining Metro's service guidelines to better link transit service and local
development. The group included representatives of local jurisdictions and partner agencies, the
Regional Transit Committee staff, King County Council staff members, and others involved in
transportation and land-use planning.

The working group identified the following issues during the collaborative process:
= Land-use thresholds are spread too far apart to be sensitive to near-term development.
= Land-use thresholds that fluctuate over time create moving development targets.
= Corridors should consider student populations—an important transit market.

In October 2012, the County Executive transmitted a preliminary report on potential changes
to the Strategic Plan and Service Guidelines that addressed these issues. This Linking Transit
and Development Preliminary Concept Report can be found at: http://metro.kingcounty.gov/
planning/#guidelines_update

Subsequently, the Regional Transit Committee and the King County Council adopted the following
changes to the service guidelines:

1. Shifted from three thresholds to five thresholds for both households and jobs.
2. Changed from relative thresholds (for both households and jobs) to five fixed thresholds.

3. Included college and university student enrollment as jobs due to the similar travel
characteristics.

The most noticeable change resulting from use of the new methodology is that more corridors
receive points for households and/or jobs. The use of five rather than three thresholds makes the
corridors more sensitive to the widely varying development patterns across King County. In previous
analyses using the old methodology, many corridors received zero points for households and/or
jobs. See Appendix L for these thresholds.

KING COUNTY METRO TRANSIT 2013 SERVICE GUIDELINES REPORT
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TABLE 3

Service Families
! | sevice i HEALenty. (mmutes) — Days g Hours of service
| family Peak! Off-peak Night ARRVIcR
|‘Ver_y frequent 15 or better 15 or better 30 or better 7 days 16-20 hours
|Frequent 15 or better 30 B 30 7 days 16-20 hours
Local N 30 . 30-60 B 5-7 days 12-16 hours
Hourly 60 or worse ~ 60 or worse -- 5 days 8-12 hours '
Peak | 8 trips/day minimum - e Sdays | Peak '
Alternative

Determined by demand and community collaboration process

services

1 Peak periods are 5-9 a.m. and 3-7 p.m. weekdays; off-peak are 9 a.m. to 3 p.m. weekdays and 5 a.m. to 7 p.m. weekends;
night is 7 p.m. to 5 a.m. all days.

* Night service on local corridors is determined by ridership and connections.
As an outcome of our analysis of spring 2013 data, more corridors were targeted for very frequent service

and fewer corridors were targeted for frequent, local, and hourly service than in 2012, as seen in Table 4.
This is a result of methodology changes (see box on page 12).

TABLE 4
Number of All-Day Corridors by Assigned Service Levels
~ Service Level 202 | 2013 | Change
Very frequent 37 53 16
| Frequent 26 22 -4
Local 31 | 26 -5
Hourly 19 1" | -8
Alternative services* - N/A N/A N/A

*New service family; data will be included In subsequent reports.

Thirty-two all-day corridors moved to a more frequent service level and one moved to a less frequent level.

Setting target service levels: the role of social equity and geographic value

When we set target service levels, consideration and social equity, and is scored as a frequent-
of social equity and geographic value makes a service corridor as a result. Without the social
difference, equity and geographic value scores, this corridor

) i i would not be identified as needing investment.
To illustrate, same carridors that have low density -

and score poorly on land-use measures still Similarly, corridor 55 between Lake City, Northgate
warrant high levels of service because they score and downtown Seattle and corridor 106 between
highly on geographic value and social equity Bellevue and the University District both get more
measures. For example, corridor 3, between points for social equity and geographic value than

Auburn and Burien, gets only two points for land for land use, and are targeted for very frequent
use, However, it is a highly used corridor that gets  service as a result.
the maximum points possible for geographic value

KING COUNTY METRO TRANSIT 2013 SERVICE GUIDELINES REPORT
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Eleven corridors received additional points from changes in the number of households or jobs per corridor
mile. This reflects actual changes in the number of jobs, universities/colleges and residences with access
to transit. The 2013 analysis also raised target service levels on seven corridors in part because of higher
demand.

A list of all corridors that received different target service levels and the reasons for the changes is in
Appendix H.

The target service levels are directly affected by changes in the use of bus service by people living and
working in local communities and in the environment that local jurisdictions help create through policy and
planning actions.

The complete network: integration with Sound Transit

The corridors in Metro's All-Day Network do
not include corridors where Sound Transit is
the primary provider of all-day service. Key
corridors in King County where Sound Transit
is the primary provider of two-way, all-day
transit service are listed in the table below.
In many of these corridors, Metro operates
mainly peak service that complements Sound
Transit’s all-day service.

TABLE 5
Corridors Served Primarily by Sound Transit

Woodinville | Downtown Seattle E:EZeCIIi,t)Il(enmore, Hakie farestifarig 522

UW Bothell | Bellevue | Totem Lake 535
Redmond Downtown Seattle | Overlake 545
Bellevue Downtown Seattle | Mercer Island . 550
Issaquah Downtown Seattle | Eastgate, Mercer Island 554

Burien Bellevue SeaTac, Renton - 560
Auburn Overlake Kent, Renton, Bellevue 566
SeaTac Federal Way s - 574
Federal Way | Downtown Seattle | I-5 - 577/578
Sealac Downtown Seattle | Rainier Valley | Linklight rail |

As Link service expands, Sound Transit will become the primary provider in additional corriders such
as the Northgate-to-downtown Seattle corridor. As services are introduced and modified, Metro and
- Sound Transit will make adjustments to the network.

KING COUNTY METRO TRANSIT 2013 SERVICE GUIDELINES REPORT
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FIG. 2
Corridor Service Families
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2) Peak Analysis

This analysis compares both rides per trip and travel time on peak-period routes to those on the local
alternative. For peak service to be justified, a peak route must have at least 90 percent of the rides per trip
that its alternative service has and must be at least 20 percent faster than its alternative.

A peak route may be justified if it exceeds the route performance thresholds for either of these measures,
and a peak period route that exceeds the thresholds on both measures provides even more value. The
results of the peak analysis are in Figure 3 and Appendix F.

Table 6 below shows the change in the number of peak-only routes operated by Metro. The reduction in
peak-only routes is largely due to the fall 2012 service restructures made in conjunction with the start of
the RapidRide C and D Lines. These restructures eliminated some peak services as the RapidRide lines and
the new network connections around RapidRide created a more robust all-day, two-way network.

TABLE 6
Number of Peak-Period Routes Analyzed
il Service Level 2012 2013 Change
Peak 92 83 -9

The chart below shows the number of peak routes that meet one, two or neither of the peak criteria.

FIG. 3
2013 Peak Route Analysis Results

35
30
25 30
20
15
10

Meets both Meets neither ONLY meets ONLY meets
criteria criteria ridership criteria: travel time
rides per trip criteria:
>=90% travel time
of its >=20% less
alternative than its
service alternative
service
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Combined analysis: potential for major reduction and investment priority

Figure 4 explains how Metro uses the combined corridor and route analysis to determine both the potential
for major reduction in service and the investment priority. Potential for major reduction is characterized as
high, medium or low. Services identified as having either high or medium potential for reduction are within
the first reduction priority in the guidelines. All other services are identified as having low potential for
reduction.

The first reduction priority in the guidelines is those routes that are below the 25 percent productivity
threshold for at least one measure for a given period and do not provide a primary connection between
centers or service that is necessary to meet the corridor’s target service level. We examine those routes first
when we take action to improve productivity, meet budget realities, or reinvest existing services to meet
our investment priorities. A detailed description of the reduction priorities is in Section 3.

It is possible that a route can be designated as having a potential for reduction and can also be a priority
for investment. Figure 5 shows routes for which this occurs and explains how it happens.

The size of proposed service changes (reinvestments, investments, or reductions) will be informed by
budget realities and County Council direction. Services with medium or low potential for reduction may be
impacted if Metro makes severe service reductions or extensive service reinvestments because of financial
constraints or in response to public input.

Investment priorities are listed in the guidelines:
1. Overcrowding
2. Reliability
3. Corridors below target service levels
4. High productivity routes

Table 7, which shows the actual results of our analysis, follows Figure 5. A detailed description of
information and data sources used in this report is in Appendix J.

KING COUNTY METRO TRANSIT 2013 SERVICE GUIDELINES REPORT
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FIG. 4
How to Read the Combined Route and Corridor Performance Tables

Compares current service levels
to targets:

890¥1

g e At: Meets target
Rpute e; n gssqczlte ; corri 0.;‘ o What is the corridor's Routes are assessed on two Above: Greater than target
EOI'II:.‘. en{lce-ts UF;(ICB'?WG 01 a corriaor target service level? p.mduct;wty_measures: Below: Less than target
eak: Service is peakonly Rides/Platform Hour _ None: Duplicative of a corridor
Owl: Service between 1-4a.m. N Passenger Mlles/i?latform Mile Peak: Service is peak only
[ ]
° ® - s
® ® : '.
‘ G 11l Route Produ ity Peak Criteria Corridaor Status s
I a ro, Potential for Investment
e Corridor Target Service Family . 3 = T 5 o 3 = Major I
Route Description b5t o & 2 £ H I o =) Reduction Priority
a £ z = T a £ =
A Line Federal Way - Tukwila 32 Very Frequent A A A At Below At Low 3,4
B Line Bellevue - Crossroads - Redmond 15 Very Frequent A A A At At At Low 4
Cline Westwood Village - Alaska Juncticn - Seattle CBD 111 Very Frequent B B B At Below At Low 3,4
D Line Ballard - Seattle Center - Seattle CBD 10 Very Frequent B A A At At At Low 1.4
. Kinnear - Seattle CBD None None B [ C None Low 2,4
2 West Queen Anne - Seattle CBD - Madrona Park 60 At At At Low 4
3 North Queen Anne - Seattle CBD - Madrona Park 23/76 . e c b At, At At, At At, At Medium 4
Frequent ' F
4 East Quean Anne - Seattle TED - JUdKIns Park 23/76 very ir::;;eer:‘tt/ Very B (© € ° At, At At, At At, At Low 2,‘-
SEX Shoreline CC - Seattle CBD Peak Peak B ld:u L No Peak .. o
] d T C b
5 Shoreline CC - Seattle CBD 38/96 Very Frequent/ Frequent A c A.l Below, At W"A}’;_Aboiv:‘&@- At,At @ Low e 34
TEX Rainier Beach - Seattle CBD Peak Peak o ) Yes No Peak .. I. -
7 Rainier Beach - Seattle CBD 77 Very Frequent B A J°C At At AR Low L4 2,4
8 Seattle Center - Capitol Hill - Rainier Beach 78 Very Frequent B Ce C At At _,\t Low 1,2,4
9EX Rainier Beach - Capitol Hill 79 Very Frequent C [ Below Below .Eelow Low i 1.3
10 Capitol Hill - Seattle CBD 21 Very Frequent oty 7 B B At At * At Medium 2.4
11 Madison Park - Seattle CBD 59 Very Frequent pel p || B At Below - At Medium @ 1,2,3,4
12 Interlaken Park - Seattle CBD 22 Very Frequent ‘V T At At s At Mediun® 4
L
13 Seattle Pacific University - Queen Anne - Seattle CBD 75 Very Frequent o . B B8 C At At .. At Low 4
14 Mount Baker - Seattle CBD Bl 5. 2. ol i
156X Blue Ridge - Ballard - Seattle CBD Does the peak route meet its travel | Summarizes risk factors and | [I Lists relevant
16 Northgate TC - Wallingford - Seattle CBD 2 2 y (e X = 9 = - o o= d.h
T7EX_[Sunset Hill_Ballerd - Seattie CBD time or ridership thresholds? | categorizes service as —] [i investment priorities
186X [North Beach - Ballard - Seattle CBD * (Alternative routes that peak service is —| High, Medium or Low Potential for [ | for each service
compared to can be found in Appendix F.) Major Reduction
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FIG. 5

How Can a Route have both Potential for Reduction and Priority for Investment?
Sometimes, routes that show up as having medium or high potential for reduction can also show up as needing investment.

There are a few reasons this can occur.

1. Differences in performance by time of day.
The potential for reduction is based on the
lowest-performing time of day for a route.

For example, a route that has a potential

for reduction in the night period may need
investment in the peak or off-peak period. For
simplicity, we show the lowest-performing time
so that readers of the report can have a clear
idea whether or not their route is likely to be

2. Reliability investment priorities. Routes

are identified as an investment priority

for reliability if they meet the thresholds,
‘regardless of ridership or performance. Even a
route that carries relatively fewer riders may be
targeted for investment if it has poor reliability.
It is important to identify reliability needs for all
routes to ensure that a route has high-quality
service as long as it continues operating. An

. High perfermance on one measure and low

performance on another. A small number of
routes are in the top 25 percent on one measure
and in the bottom 25 percent on the other
measure. These routes may show up as having
potential for major reduction, but would also
show up as an investment priority because they
are high-productivity. An example of this is
Route 280.

considered for reduction in any time period. An B -
1€ SR example of this is Route 177. .
example of this is Route 28, which is identified = °
g . = 5 5 ™ e
as high potential for major reduction in off- ® .
- a . EENENEEREEEEEEEEEEEEESE R ENERNENRE N & § LA R B B N B E RN NENEENE}L
peak but is targeted for investment due to high n p o
E 5 ® [
rfor in the peak period. -
pe fO mance m th p p d Route Praductivity Peak Criteria b @& Corridor Status e
- _ a & X gotential o Investment
e Corridor Target Service Family = 3 £ - o = = E Major € o
Route Route Description 4 o o0 s E D B S [T Reduction® Priarity
o = = = F ] a £ . = & uction
o o« o) @ L3
v«.wﬁ-&?h.«>~ ..
28* 28 Whittier Heights - Bailard - Seattle CBD via Leary Av NW 34/36 B b At, At . At Above &t, At 2,4
Very Frequent/ Local i S Y
98* 98 South Lake Union Street Car None None ] b el None - = 4
173 173 Federal Way TC - Federal Center South Peak Peak EhE Yes No Peak r 2
177* 177 Federal Way - Seattle CBD Peak Peak 113 No No Peak 7
175* 179 Twin Lakes - Seattle CBD Peak Peak i No No Peak 1,2,4
197* 197 Twin Lakes - University District Peak Peak s Yes No Peak 4
202* 202 South Mercer Island - Seattle CBD Peak Peak =0 No Na Peak 7}
243* 243 Jackson Park - Bellevue Peak Peak B Yes Ne Peak 2
280* 280 Seattle CBD - Bellevue - Renton Owl Owl D None &4
LEGEND Potential for Major Reduction Tiient Priorities
Productivity Any light shaded field is a risk factor 1 Overcrowding
A Top 25% in both measures Service in the bottom 25% of ona or both praductivity measures AND hasnone or above for its-corrider status OR 2 Reliability
B Top 25% in one measure* peak routes not meeting one or either peak criteria 3 Corridors below target service level
C Bet il 4 High productivit
stween top .and o X il RN Medium Service in the bottom 25% of one or both productivity measures AND at its corridor status igh productivity routes
[} Bottom 25% in one measure™
E Bottom 25% in both measures Services not in the bottom 25% for both productivity measures OR corridorsbelow target service levels OR peak

*If one measure is in bottem 25% then itisa D

Low . -
routes meeting both criteria
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Spring 2013 Route and Corridor Performance
Route Productivity Peak Criteria Corridor Status
Potential for
o - = b ) Investment
- Corridor Target Service Family el i3 E [ o e 3 z Major L
Route Description 3 o o= & E o i3 o o Reduction Priority
a = =z i - a s =3
@] & (o)
A Line Federal Way - Tukwila 32 Very Frequent A A A At Below At Low 3,4
B Line Bellevue - Crossroads « Redmond 15 Very Frequent A A A At At At Low a4
Cline Westwood Village - Alaska Junction - Seattle CBD 111 Very Frequent B B B At Below At Low 3,4
D Line Ballard - Seattle Center - Seattle CBD 10 Very Frequent B A A At At At Low 1,4
. Kinnear - Seattle CBD 2 None None B & G None Low 2,4
2 West Queen Anne - Seattle CBD - Madrona Park 60 Very Frequent B C C At At At Low 4
Very F t/ Vi 7
3 North Queen Anne - Seattle CBD - Madrona Park 23/76 i F'eq”e"t/ 4 B c o At At At, At At At Medium 4
reguen
N Very Frequent/ Very
4 East Queen Anne - Seattle CBD - Judkins Park 23/76 E - B C C At, At At, At At, At Low 2,4
regu
SEX Shoreline CC - Seattle CBD Peak Peak B N Ko Peak Low 4
5 Shoreline CC - Seattle CBD 38/96 Very Frequent/ Frequent A (o A Below, At ‘ Aty Above | At, At Low 3,4
7EX Rainier Beach - Seattle CBD Peak Peak o) Yes No Peak -
7 Rainier Beach - Seattle CBD 77 Very Frequent B A & At At At Low 2,4
8 Seattle Center - Capitol Hill - Rainier Beach 78 Very Frequent B [ C At At At Low 1,2, 4
9EX Rainier Beach - Capitol Hill 79 Very frequent C C Below Below Below Low 3
10 Capitol Hill - Seattle CBD 21 Very Frequent 43 B B At At At Medjum 2,4
11 Madison Park - Seattle CBD 59 Very Frequent D =1 B At Below At Medium 1,2,3,4
12 Interlaken Park - Seattle CBD 22 Very Frequent 7 (5] E - At At At Medium 4
13 Seattle Pacific University - Queen Anne - Seattle CBD 75 Very Frequent B B C At At At Low 4
14 Mount Baker - Seattie CBD 64 Very Frequent D D) B Below Below At Medium 2,3
15EX Blue Ridge - Ballard - Seattle CBD Peak Peak A Yes Yes Peak Low 1,4
16 Northgate TC - Wallingford - Seattle CBD 69 Very Frequent C C B Below ' Below [ At Medium 2,3
17EX Sunset Hill - Ballard - Seattle CBD Peak Peak A Yes Yes Peak Low 1,2,4
18EX North Beach - Ballard - Seattje CBD Peak Peak A N Yes Peak Low 2,4
18 West Magnolia - Seattle CBD Peak Peak 2] Yes No Peak
21EX Arbor Heights - Westwood Village - Seattle CBD Peak Peak @ Yes Yes Peak Low 2
21 Arbor Heights - Westwood Village - Seattle CBD 39 Very Frequent (3 D D At | At J_ At Medium 2
22 Arbor Helghts - Westwood Village - Alaska Junction None None C i E None -
24 Magnolia - Seattie CBD 61 Frequent ¢ {la E At I At At Medium 2
25 Laurelhurst - University District - Seattle CBD 58/107 Local/ Local | E E Below, Below I Below, Below [ At, At Low 2,3
26EX East Green Lake - Wallingford - Seattle CBD Peak Peak A Na' Yes Peak Low 4
26 East Green Lake - Wallingford - Seattle CBD 34 Very Frequent B {0l C At At At Medium 1,24
27 Colman Park - Leschi Park - Seattle CBD 24 Frequent 1B = E Below At At Medijum 2,3
28 Whittier Heights - Ballard - Seattle CBD via Leary Av NW 34/36 Very Frequent/ Local B D At, At At abeve At, At 2,4
28EX Broadview - Ballard - Seattle CBD via Leary Av NW Peak Peak @ Yes Yes Peak 1,2
29 Ballard - Queen Anne - Seattle CBD Peak Peak ‘D Yes Yes Peak 2.
30 Sand Point - University District 92 Frequent Dl 1= {2 1 Below At At Medium g
31 University District - Fremont - Magnolia 35 Very Frequent B E At Below At Medium 2,3
32 University District - Fremont - Seattle Center 35 Very Frequent C C [ At Below At Low 7) i}
33 Discovery Park - Seattle CBD 26 Freguent C E B Below At Below Medium 2,3
LEGEND Potential for Major Reduction Investment Priorities
Productivity Any light shaded field is a risk factor 1 Overcrowding
A Top 25% in both measures Service in the bottom 25% of one ar bath praductivity measures AND hasnane ar abowve for its corridor status OR 2 Reliability
B Top 25% in one measure* paak routes not maeting one or either peak criteria 3 Corridors below target service level
c Bet: t d bott 5%in b 4 High ductivi t
" .an e o ol [mEsUres Medium  Service in the bottom 25% of one or both productivity measures ANDat its corridor status igh productivity routes
D Bottorn 25% in one measure*® -
E Bottom 25% in both measures Toud Services not in the bottom 25% for both productivity measures OR corridorsbelow target service levels OR peak

*If one measure is in bottom 25% then itisa D

routes meeting both criteria
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(continued) Spring 2013 Route and Corridor Performance
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Route Productivity Peak Criteria Corridor Status
a Potential for
L Corridor Target Service Family . § z T = i E ] Major Inve-stn?\ent
Route Description kK oy %n & E o K o %a Reduction Priority
S = = S
36 Othello Station - Beacon Hill - Seattle CBD 13 Very Frequent @, (e C At At At Low -
37 Alaska Junction - Alki - Seattle CBD Peak Peak € Yes Yes Peak Low -
40 Northgate TC - Ballard - Seattle CBD via Leary Av NW s/12 Very Frequent G C C Below/Below At/At At/At Low 1,23
41 Lake City - Seattle CBD via Northgate 55 Very Frequent A A A Below Below Below Low 2,34
43 University District - Capitol Hill - Seattle CBD None None B C B None Low 4
44 Ballard - Wallingford - Montlake Ll Very Frequent B & C At | At | At Low 4
47 Summit - Seattle CBD None None & £ E None High
48EX Mt Baker - University District - Loyal Heights Peak Peak v Mo ] Yes Peak High -
48 Mt Baker - University District - Loyal Heights 8 Very Frequent C C C At At At Low 2
49 University District - Capitol Hill - Seattle CBD 105 Very Frequent A A A Below At At Low 3,4
50 Alki - Columbia City - Othello Station 27T Frequent C: C : 5 Below/Below At/At At/At Medium 3
55 Admiral District - Alaska Junction - Seattle CBD Peak Peak G No 1Mo Peak Low 2
56EX Alki - Seattle CBD Peak Peak [« Yes iiNe Peak Low 2
57 Alaska Junction - Seattle CBD Peak Peak C Mo Yes Peak Low 2
60 Westwood Village - Georgetown - Capitol Hil! 20 Very Frequent R e Below [ Below At Medium 2,3
61 North Beach - Ballard None None == E £ None High -
62 Ballard - Seattle Pacific University - Seattle CBD Peak Peak £ No Not Peak High
64EX Lake City - First Hill Peak Peak C Yes Nar Peak Low
65 Lake City - University District 57 Frequent =) & Th B Below At At Medium 3
66EX Northgate TC - Eastlake - Seattle CBD 68 Very Frequent A C C At Below At Low 1,3,4
67 Northgate TC - University District 68 Very Freguent C A C At Below At Low 1,3,4
68 Northgate TC - Ravenna - University District 70 Very Fregquent D B Below Below Below Low 1,34
70 University District - Seattle CBD 104 Very Freguent B [ At At Aboun Low 4
71 Wedgwood - University District - Seattle CBD 110 Local A A A At At At Low 1,2,4
72 Lake City - University District - Seattle CBD Peak Peak A A A Peak Low 2,4
73] Jackson Park - University District - Seattle CBD 25 Very Frequent A A A At | At | Below Low 1,234
T4EX Sand Point - Seattle CBD Peak Peak A No No Peak 1,24
75 Northgate TC - Lake City - Seattle CBD 56 Frequent C [C B Below [ At | At 1,34
76 Wedgwood - Seattle CBD Peak Peak A No -3 Peak 2,4
77 North City - Seattle CBD Peak Peak B Yes No Peak 2.4
82 Seattle CBD - Greenwoced Qwl Qwl = Nang -
83 Seattle CBD - Ravenna Owl Owl et None =
84 Seattle CBD - Madison Park - Madrona Qwl Qwl = None -
98 South Lake Union Street Car None None B Bl B None 4
99 International District - Waterfront Peak Peak o Peak
101 Renton TC - Seattle CBD 84 Very Frequent B A A At I Below At Low 1,234
102 Fairwood - Renton TC - Seattle CBD Peak Peak B N Yes Peak Low 4
105 Renton Highlands - Renton TC 87 Frequent B A B Below At At Low 3,4
106 Renton TC - Rainier Beach - Seattle CBD 86 Very Frequent © C C At Below At Low 3
107 Renton TC - Rainier Beach 85 Freguent B C C At At At Low 4
110 Tukwila Station - North Renton Peak Peak ) Yes | ‘Na Peak
111 Lake Kathleen - Seattle CBD Peak Peak C Yes Yes Peak Low -
15 Shorewood - Seattle CBD Peak Peak (d Yes Yes Peak Low -
114 Renton Highlands - Seattle CBD Peak Peak D Yes Yes Peak Low 2
LEGEND Potential for Major Reduction Investment Priorities
Productivity Any light shaded field is a risk factor 1 Overcrowding
A Top 25% in both measures Servics in the bottom 28% of one or both productivity measures AND hasnone or above for its corridor status OR 2 Reliability
B Top 25% in one measure* peak routes not meetling one or either peak criteria 3 Corridors below target service level
¢ Between top 'and PO LS Medium  Service in the bottom 25% of one or both productivity measures ANDat its corridor status %150 RIcuctivity rovtes
D Bottom 25% in one measure*
E Bottom 25% in both measures Services not in the bottom 25% for both productivity measures OR corridorsbelow target service levels OR peak

Low
*|f one measure is in bottom 25% then itisa D routes meeting both criteria
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{continued) Spring 2013 Route and Corridor Performance

Route Productivity Peak Criteria Corridor Status
a Potential for
L Corridor Target Service Family % é z E @ -E e § x Major InveAstn.ﬁent
Route Description 9 g %ﬂ E E _E K ; %n Reduction Priority
(o] o« o
116EX Fauntieroy Farry - Saattle CBD Peak Peak E Yes | ‘Mo Peak -
118 Tahlequah - Vashan 91 Hourly C o C At At At =
118EX (Tzhlequah - Seattle C20 via farry Peak Peak B Yes Yes Peak Low -
119 Dockton - Vashon None None 1} e None -
118EX Daclkton - Seattle CBD via ferry Peak Peak e Yes Yes Pealk Low 2
120 Burien TC - Westwood Villags - Seatile CHD 17 Very Frequent B B A At At At Low 2,4
121 Highline CC -Burien TC - Seattle CBD via 1st Av S Peak Peak e Yes [ Mo Peak
Highline CC -Burien TC - Seattle CBD via Des Moines TR
122 ) Peak Peak ) Yes Yes Peak Low -
Memorial Dr S i
123 Burien - Seattle CBD Peak Peak C No Ne Peak Low
124 Tukwila - Georgetown - Seattle CBD 99 Very Frequent C C C Below Below At Low 2,3
125 Westwood Village - Seattle CBD 112 Frequent C D D Below At Below Medium 3
128 Southcanter - Westwood Village - Admiral District 1 Very Frequent A A C Below Below At Low 1,2,3,4
131 Burien TC - Highland Park - Seattie CAD 18 Very Freguent B 0 C Below Below At Low 1,2,3,4
132 Burien TC - South Park - Seattle CBD 19 Very Freguent 9 e B "] Below Below At Medium 1,2,3
139 Burien TC - Gregory Heights None None E i+ iE None g -
140 Burien TC - Renton TC 23 Very Frequent A A A Below At Below 3,4
143EX Black Diamond - Renton TC - Seattle CBD Peak Peak B Yes Yes Peak 1,2
148 Fairwood - Renton TC 31 Local E € A At T At At 4
150 Kent Station - Southcenter - Seattle CBD 51 Very Frequent B B B Below At At 3,4
152 Auburn - Seattle CBD Peak Peak 2] Yes e Peak -
153 Kent Station - Renton TC 52 Frequent G Below Below Below 3
154 Tukwila Station - Boaing Industrial Peak Peak C Yes Ne' Peak -
155 Falrwdod - Southcenter 101 Local @ d Below Below At 3]
156 Southcenter - SeaTac Airport - Highline CC 100 Frequent C C D Below At Below 3
157 Lake Meridian - Seattie CBD Peak Peak 3] Yes Yes Peak 2
158 Kent East Hill - Seattle CBD Peak Peak 3] Yes Yes Peak -
159 Timberlane - Seattle CBD Peak Peak D Neo iNal Peak
161 Lake Meridian - Seattle CBD Peak Peak 1) Yes Ne Peak -
164 Green River CC - Kent Station 37 Very Frequent A A A Below Below Below 1,34
166 Kent Station - Burien TC 48 Local A A B At At At 2,4
167 Renton - Newpart Hills - University District Peak Peak B Yes Yes Peak 4
168 Maple Valley - Kent Station 49 Frequent B A A Below At Below 3,4
169 Kent Station - Ezst Hill - Renton TC 50 Frequent A A A Below At At 2,34
173 Enderal Way TC - Fedara| Center South Peak Peak D Yes | ‘Mo Peak 2
177 federal Way - Seattl= CBD Peak Peak I D s 'No Peak 2
178 South Federal Way - Seattle CBD Peak Peak C Na 'No’ Peak 2l
179 Twin Lakes - Seattlte CBD Peak Peak D Mo | b Peak 1,24
180 Auburn - SeaTac Airport - Burien TC 3 Very Frequent A A C Below Below At 3,4
181 Twin Lakes P&R - Green River CC 4 Local A A G At At At 4
182 NE Tacoma - Federal Way TC 67 Hourly C C Above At At 2
183 Federal Way - Kent Station 33 Frequent C 8 Below Below Below 3,4
186 Enumclaw - Auburn Station Peak Peak C Peak -
187 Federal Way TC - Twin Lakes 103 Local C B C At At At 4
190 Redondo Heights - Seattle CED Peak Peak p Yes Yes Peak 2
LEGEND Potential for Major Reduction Investment Priorities
Productivity “ Any [lght shaded field is a risk factor 1 Overcrowding
A Top 25% in both measures High Service in the hottom 25% of one or both productivity measures AND haznone or above for its corridor status OR 2 Reliability
B Top 25% in one measure* peak routes not meeting one or either peak criteria 3 Corridors below target service level
5 DS alion) 'and Bottomi2s%|inbothimeasures Medium Service in the bottom 25% of one or both productivity measures ANDat its corridor status 4 High productivity routes
D Botton 25% in one measure* —
E Bottom 25% in both measures Services not in the bottom 25% for both productivity measures OR corridorsbelow target service levels OR peak

*If one measure is in bottom 25% thenitisa D

Low . S
routes meeting both criteria
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Route Productivity Peak Criteria Corridor Status
= N o x Potential for Investment
o Deseription Corridor Target Service Family é 9 _;En % E -:& . o _‘:;D Major Priority
& e = = fo & e = Reduction
O = =]
192 Star Lake - Seattle CBD Peak Peak B Yes Yes Peak Low
193EX Federal Way - First Hill Peak Peak C Yes Yes Peak Low
197 Twin Lakes - University District Peak Peak D Yes Me Peak 4
200 Downtown Issaquah - North Issaguah None None E None -
201 South Mercer Island - Mercer Island P&R via Mercer Wy Peak Peak E Yes Yes Peak -
202 South Mercer Island - Seattle CBD Peak Peak i No Ne Peak 2
203 Mercer [sland P&R - Shorewood None None 2 iE None
204 South Mercer Island - Mercer Island P&R via Island Crest 62 Loca! (= At I Above l At -
205EX South Mercer Island - First Hill - University District Peak Peak = No |' Ne Peak -
209 North Bend - Snoqualamie - Issaquah 42 Hourly D" 1+ At [ At I At
210 Issaguah - Factoria - Seattle CBD Peak Peak £ Yes N'n_ Peak
211EX Issaquah Highlands - First Hill Peak Peak E .~ No Ne, Peak
212 Eastgate - Seattle CBD Peak Peak B No | Ne Peak 4
213 Mercer Island P&R - Covenant Shores None None E None -
214 Issaguah - Seattle CBD Pezk Peak G Mes: Ne Peak -
215 North Bend - Seattle CBD Peak Peak G s | Ne Yes Peak
216 Sammamish - Seattle CBD Peak Peak B Ne | Ne Peak 4
217 |ssaguah - Eastgate - Seattle CBD Peak Peak C Yes | Mo Peak
218 |ssaquah Highlands - Seattle CBD Peak Peak B Yes Yes Peak 4
221 Education Hill - Overlake - Eastgate 80 Local & G C At At At 2
224 Fall City - Duvall - Redmond TC 82 Hourly B 1D At At At
226 Eastgate - Crossroads - Bellevue 28/72 Hourly/ Frequent B B C Abovy, Below Above, AT ‘Aboue, Salow 3,4
232 Duvall - Bellevue Peak Peak C Yes | Mo Peak 2
234 Kenmore - Kirkland TC - Bellevue 43/53 Hourly/ Very Frequent B C C Above, At Above, At Above, At 4
235 Kingsgate - Kirkland TC - Bellevue 53 Very Frequent C C C At At At
236 Woodinville - Totem Lake - Kirkiand 98 Hourly E= E B Above 'J_\bc_ml Abovel -
237 ‘Woodinville - Bellevue Peak Peak B Yes o Peak 2,4
238 Bothell - Totem Lake - Kirkland 109 Local C E E: At At | Abowve -
240 Bellevue - Newcastle - Renton 16 Frequent B B B Below At At 1,34
241 Eastgate - Factoria - Bellevue 2 Frequent [ [= T Below At Below 2,3
242 North City - Overlake Peak Peak B Yes Yes Peak Low 2,4
243 Jackson Park - Bellevue Peak Peak D Yes Ne: Peak 2
244EX Kenmore - Overlake Peak Peak E Yes o Pezk Low .
245 Kirkland - Overlake - Factoria 54 Very Frequent A C C At At At Low 2,4
246 Eastgate - Factoria - Bellevue 28 Local o C At Below At Medium =
248 Avondale - Redmond TC - Kirkland 7 Local C C C At At At Low
249 Dverlake - South Kirkland - South Bellevue 73 Local g C E At At At Medium
250 Dverlake - Seattle CBD Peak Peak i | Na No: Pesk
252 Kingsgate - Seattle CBD Peak Peak @ Yes Yes Peak
255 Brickyard - Kirkland TC - Seattle CBD 97 Very Frequent C ] B At ] At [ At 4
257 Brickyard - Seattle CBD Peak Peak C Yes Yes Peak 2
260 Finn Hill - Seattle CBD Peak Peak D o Mo, Peak
265 |Overlake - Houghton - First Hill Peak Peak = Yes [ No. | Peak :
LEGEND Potential for Major Reduction Investment Priorities

Productivity
A Top 25% in both measures
B Top 25% in one measure*
C Between top and bottom 25% in both measures
D Bottom 25% in one measure*

Any light shaded field is a risk factor
Servies in the bottomn 25% of one or both productivity measures AND hasnone or above for its corridor status OR
peak routes not masting one or either peak criteria

Overcrowding

Reliability

Corridors below target service level
High productivity routes

B w N

Medium Service in the bottomn 25% of one or both productivity measures ANDat its corridor status

E Bottom 25% in both measures Low Services not in the bottom 25% for both productivity measures OR corridorsbelow target service fevels OR peak
*If one measure is in bottomn 25% then itisa D routes meeting both criterfa
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(continued) Spring 2013 Route and Corridor Performance

Route Productivity Peak Criteria Corridor Status
a Potential for
. Corridor | Target Service Family ~ E z2 |z e| 5 x _E =z Major Inve.stn-'\ent
Route Description 8 s_l_- %n E E E 3 ; %n Reduction Priority
(o] = o
268 Redmond - Seattle CBD Peak Peak B Yes |:iNe Peak Low 4
269 Issaquah - Overlake 41 Local @ At Below At Low 3]
271 |ssagiah - Bellevue - University District 14/a0/106 | VeTYFreauent/Locall | p ¢ Abova, ALAL | At At At At, At, At y
Very Frequent e .
277 Juanita - University District Peak Peak E Yes Yes Peak 2
280 Seattle CBD - Bellevue - Renton Owl Owl D None 2,4
301 [Aurora Village - Seattle CBD Peak Peak B Peak 4
303EX Shoreline - First Hill Peak Peak B Peak 1,4
304 Richmond Beach - Seattle CBD Peak Peak G Peak
306EX Kenmore - Seattle CBD Peak Peak ‘o Peak
308 Horizon View - Seattle CBD Peak Peak C Peak
303EX Kenmore - First Hill Peak Peak £ Peak
311 Duvall - Woodinville - Seattle CBD Peak Peak =57 Peak .
312EX Bothell - Seattle CBD Peak Peak B Peak 4
316 Meridian Park - Seattle CBD Peak Peak A Peak 2,4
330 Shoreline CC - Lake City 95 Local = At Below | At 5
331 Shoreline CC - Kenmore 44 Local C c =} At At | Above
342 Shoreline - Bellevue TC - Renton Peak Peak B Yes Mo Peak 4
345 Shoreline CC - Northgate 94 Very Frequent A A B Below Below Below 3,4
346 Aurora Village - Northgate 6 Local A A C At At At 1,4
347 Mountlake Terrace - Northgate 65 Local A C A At At Below 3,4
348 Richmond Beach - Narthgats 30 Local B C C At At At 4
355EX Shoreline CC - University District - Seattle CBD Peak Peak C No:® o Peak 2
358EX Aurora Village - Seattle CBD 5 Very Frequent A A A At Below | Below 2,3,4
372EX Woodinville - Lake City - University District 45 Very Frequent C B C At Below E Below 1,2,3,4
373EX Aurora Village - University Village 93 Frequent c Below Below | Below 3
601EX Seattle CBD - Group Health (Tukwila) Peak Peak E= Yes Yes Peak 2
901DART Mirror Lake - Federal Way TC 63 Local C G At At At
S03DART Twin Lakes - Federal Way TC 102 Local S B At At At Medium -
907DART Enumclaw - Renton TC 88 Hourly At At At Medium -
908DART Renton Highlands - Renton TC 89 Local Below Below At Low 3
909DART Kennydale - Renton TC 47 Hourly At At At Medium
S10DART North Auburn - SuperMall None None s None -
S13DART Kent Station - Riverview Peak Peak h Yes Yes Peak -
914DART Kent - Kent East Hill None None C None -
91SDART Enumclaw - Auburn Station 30 Local (S At Below | At E)
916DART Kent - Kent East Hill None Ncne 6] None
917DART Pacific - Auburn 74 Local R D Below Below | At 3
919DART SE Auburn - Auburn P&R None None = None -
927DART Issaquah - Lake Sammamish None None L E None -
930DART Kingsgate - Redmond 81 Frequent T Below Below Below 3
931DART Bothell - Redmond 108 Hourly - 2] Ahove: At At High -
935DART Totem Lake - Kenmore 46 Hourly E Aboyve At At High -
LEGEND Potential far Major Reduction Investment Priorities
Productivity Any light shaded field Is 3 risk factar 1 Overcrowding
A Top 25% in both measures Service in the bottom 25% of one or both productivity measures AND haspone or above for its corridor status OR 2 Reliability
B Top 25% in one measure* peak routes not meeting one or either peak critaris 3 Corridors below target service level
C Between top ?nd e Medium Service in the bottom 25% of one or both productivity measures ANDat its corridor status 4 High productivity routes
D Bottorn 25% in one measure* —
E Bottom 25% in both measures Low Services not in the bottom 25% for both productivity measures OR corridorsbelow target service levels OR peak

*1f one measure is in bottom 25% thenitisa D

routes meeting both criteria
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Alternative services

Alternative services are defined as any non-fixed-route services directly provided or supported by Metro.
Alternative services provide access to local destinations and to fixed-route transit service on corridors that
cannot be cost-effectively served by fixed-route transit at target service levels. As part of efforts to increase
system efficiency, Metro has converted some lower-performing fixed routes into dial-a-ride transit (DART)
service. Alternative services can take other forms, such as van service operated by community partners.

The County Council adopted Motion 13736, accepting the King County Metro Transit Five-Year
Implementation Plan for Alternatives to Traditional Transit Service Delivery, in September 2012. This motion
requested that alternative services be further integrated into the strategic plan and guidelines.

Measuring performance

Metro's first alternative service pilot project began in fall 2013 in the Snogualmie Valley. As alternative
services are more widely implemented, Metro will develop measures and thresholds for tracking
performance, such as cost per rider. Results will be included in future service guidelines reports.

Service type and service frequency

The type and frequency of alternative services are determined through a collaborative community
engagement process that seeks to balance community travel needs against costs, which shall not exceed the
estimated cost to deliver fixed-route service at target service levels.

Adding, reducing and improving alternative service

When planning improvements to corridors that are below their target service levels or that perform in the
bottom 25 percent, Metro will consider providing alternative services. When resources are available, we
will use alternative services to replace or supplement the fixed-route service in the corridor, maintaining

or enhancing access to transit for corridor residents in a cost-effective way. When Metro's resources are
growing, we could identify candidate alternative service areas based on feedback from communities about
unmet travel needs. Alternative services could respond to travel needs not easily accommodated by fixed-
route transit, or could be designed to make the fixed-route service more effective. This could involve adding
service in corridors that are below their target service levels.

As development or transit use increases in corridors with alternative services, Metro will consider converting
the alternative service into fixed-route service. Such conversions will be guided by alternative service
performance thresholds and by cost effectiveness compared to fixed-route service.

Snoqualmie Valley Alternative Service Delivery Project

Metro's alternative services plan identified the Snoqualmie Valley as a candidate area. The Snoqualmie
Valley Alternative Service Delivery Project began in fall 2012. Metro collaborated with residents,
elected offidials and community organizations to design a transportation system that meets the
valley's unique needs while improving cost-effectiveness.

Routes 209, 224 and 311 were revised because they performed in the bottom 25 percentile in their
markets. Resources generated from elimination of the Duvall-Fall City segment of Route 224 and
the Woodinville-Duvall segment of Route 311 support the operation of the Snoqualmie Intra-Valley
Shuttle. The Snoqualmie Tribe also supports the service through a funding agreement with Metro.

The new alternative service began in fall 2013. The shuttle provides fixed-route service between
Duvall and North Bend, as shown in Figure 6, and service on request within “flexible routing areas”
in Duvall and North Bend. Customer requests for travel to, from or within a flexible service area are
accommodated after the fixed-route terminal is served. The route then returns to the fixed-route
terminal to begin a trip in the opposite direction.

KING COUNTY METRQ TRANSIT 2013 SERVICE GUIDELINES REPORT
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Snoqualmie Valley Alternative Services Delivery Project
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Metro's five-year alternative services plan identified Vashon Island and southeast King County as areas
where alternatives to fixed-route service would-be considered. Metro is also exploring opportunities to

provide alternative services in Redmond.
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SECTION 2

B SERVICE INVESTMENT PRIORITIES

This section identifies where investments are needed to provide high-quality service and to meet target
service levels. When Metro has resources available to invest, or reallocates existing service hours, these
findings and the priorities defined in the guidelines will be the basis for investments.

The investment needs identified in this analysis of spring 2013 data are shown in Table 8 below. They are
substantially higher than the previous year's analysis.
TABLE 8

2013 Investment Needs
(Based on Spring 2013 Data)

Priority | Investment Area - Estimated Annual Hours Needed
1 Reduce passenger crowding 15,400
2 Improve schedule reliability - 27,800
3 | inairoey and resk o iS00
Total investment need 510,700
4 Increase service on high-productivity routes See discussion on page 2

* Referred to in the service guidelines as “corridors below target service levels”

Annual service hours needed to reduce passenger crowding increased from 5,500 to 15,400; hours needed
to improve schedule reliability increased from 19,000 to 27,800; and hours needed to meet target service
levels in the All Day and Peak Network rose from 309,800 to 467,500. The investment needs grew for
several reasons:

= Passenger crowding. Growth in ridership resulted in more passenger crowding.

» Schedule reliability declined as a result of more crowded buses, more roadway construction, and
traffic congestion that has worsened as the economy has improved. The number of unreliable routes
in 2013 also continues to reflect the impact of scheduling efficiencies Metro adopted in 2010 and
2011. An additional factor affecting the reliability need is that, due to the timing of the last report, the
reliability needs of the services that were to be restructured in fall 2012 could not be assessed.

Target service levels increased for many routes on the All-Day and Peak Network as a result of

the August 2013 update of the service guidelines methodology that made it more sensitive to job

and household levels (see Section 1). These revisions resulted in more routes being identified as
underserved, and did not cause any corridor to drop off the list of routes needing investment. Changes
in land use and ridership also contributed to higher target service levels. The total investment needs

KING COUNTY METRO TRANSIT 2013 SERVICE GUIDELINES REPORT
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based on the analysis of spring 2013 data are shown in Table 8, followed by detailed findings about
the investment needs.

Priority 1 — Passenger crowding investments

Investment in the most crowded routes is the highest priority in the service guidelines. When service

is chronically very crowded, it is poor quality and has a negative impact on riders. The passenger load
thresholds are set so that we accept standing passengers on many of our services, but take action where
crowding is at an unacceptable level and where it occurs regularly.

The table below and Figure 7 identify routes that need additional trips to reduce crowding.

TABLE 9
Routes Needing Investment to Reduce Passenger Crowding
Route I . Description Day Anrll’ueildl-‘lezurs
8 Seattle Center - Capitol Hill - Rainier Beach dicekday and 700
| Sunday |
~ 9EX | Rainier Beach - Capitol Hill Weekday | 500
11 Madison Park - Seattle CBD ) Weekday | 500 |
15EX | Blue Ridge - Ballard - Seattle CBD Weekday | 600
17EX | Sunset Hill - Ballard - SeattleCBD | Weekday | 800
26 East Green Lake - Wallingford - Seattle CBD | Weekday 400 |
28EX | Broadview - Ballard - Seattle CBD via Leary Av NW Weekday | 500
40 Northgate TC - Ballard - Seattle CBD via Leary Av NW Weekday | 700 h
66EX | Northgate TC - Eastlake - Seattle CBD Weekday | 900
67 Northgate TC - University District | Weekday 200
68 | Northgate TC - Ravenna - University District Weekday 300
7 Wedgwood - University District - Seattle CBD Saturday 500
73 Jackson Park - University District - Seattle CBD | Saturday 400
74EX | Sand Point - Seattle CBD Weekday 600
75 Northgate TC - Lake City - Seattle CBD o Weekday 400
~ 101 | Renton TC - Seattle CBD ~ Weekday 300
128 Southcenter - Westwood Village - Admiral District | Weekday | 800
131 | Burien TC - Highland Park - Seattle CBD | Weekday | = 400 |
132 Burien TC - South Park - Seattle CBD Weekday | 500
143EX | Black Diamond - Renton TC-SeattleCBD | Weekday 1,800
164 | Green River CC - Kent Station Weekday 300
179 Twin Lakes - Seattle CBD | Weekday | 600 |
240 Bellevue - Newcastle - Renton | Weekday S 11000
~ 303EX | Shoreline - First Hill | Weekday 700
346 Aurora Village - Northgate Weekday 200
372EX | Woodinville - Lake City - University District | Weekday 300
D Line | Ballard - Seattle Center - Seattle CBD | Weekday 400
Total hours needed 15,400

KING COUNTY METRO TRANSIT 2013 SERVICE GUIDELINES REPORT
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Some of the routes that were found in last year's analysis to have the most severe crowding have been
improved since fall 2012. Route 4 received service investments in fall 2013. Route 16 received larger
coaches to better handle passenger loads.

The need for investment to reduce passenger crowding has grown because
e ridership has grown and because
o the last report excluded routes that were part of the fall 2012 restructure.

Some additional routes were identified as overcrowded but were determined to not need immediate
investment either because surrounding trips had capacity or because passenger crowding could be
accommodated by assigning a larger bus. A list of all routes identified as overcrowded is in Appendix D.
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FIG. 7
Routes Needing Investment to Reduce Passenger Crowding
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Priority 2 — Improve schedule reliability

Schedule reliability is measured as a percent of trips that arrive between 1 minute early and 5 minutes
late. To evaluate the system, our reliability threshold is 80 percent for weekday and weekend averages,
indicating that our buses should arrive on time 80% of the time, which allows for variations in travel
time, congestion, and ridership. Weekday PM peak average (3:15 p.m. — 6:15 p.m.) has a lower reliability
threshold of 65 percent because this is the period with the most delays. Routes that are on-time less than
80 percent of the time (65 percent for weekday PM peak) are candidates for investment of service hours.

Metro continually strives to improve schedule reliability and has continued to make improvements since
2011, The table below shows the schedule reliability for calendar years 2011 and 2012 and for the service
guidelines period from October 2012 to May 2013. Schedule reliability varies by time of year and tends to
be best each year in the early spring. We use a longer time period for this analysis to ensure that schedule
reliability needs are not understated by using data from just the four-month spring period. As shown in the
table below, reliability has improved for each time period since 2012.

TABLE 10
Percent On-Time, 2011-2013

October 2012
2011 2012 — May 2013
6:00 a.m. - 9:00 a.m. 81.3% 81.9% 81.9%
9:00a.m. —-3:15pm. | 74.9% 75.8% 78.7%
3:15 p.m. — 6:15 p.m, 69.0% 68.5% 70.6%
Weekday average 75.7% | 76:3% 78.3%
Saturday 75.7% 75.7% 78.6%
Sunday 78.6% 77.9% 81.4%
Total system average | 76.0% | 76.4% |  78.6%

The table below lists the 69 routes identified as needing service-hour investments to improve their
reliability using data from October 2012 to May 2013; a map of those routes is shown in Figure 8. The
total need of 27,800 annual hours was calculated based on how far above the lateness threshold the
routes were during the different time period. While this calculation provides a reasonable estimate of total
needs, individual routes may receive more or less investment than estimated depending on the scheduling
techniques available to improve reliability.

TABLE 11
Routes Needing Investment to Improve Schedule Reliability
| ; :
Rog:te | ared . Day HoE::;n;f:cfed
1 | Kinnear - Seattle CBD Saturday, Sunday _! 100
4 East Queen Anne - Seattle CBD - Judkins Park | Saturday _ 100
| 7 | Rainier Beach - Seattle CBD | Saturday 50
8 Seattle Center - Capitol Hill - Rainier Beach Weekday, Saturday, Sunday 2,050
10 | Capitol Hill - Seattle CBD | Saturday 50
1 Madison Park - Seattle CBD | Weekday, Saturday, Sunday | 350
14 Mount Baker - Seattle CBD Weekday, Sunday 350 B
16 Northgate TC - Wallingford - Seattle CBD | Weekday, Saturday, Sunday 1,300
| 17EX | Sunset Hill - Ballard - Seattle CBD - Weekday | 250
| 18EX | North Beach - Ballard - Seattle CBD - Weekday 250
Continued
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[ Route | Area Day Ho?:;r;aet:ged
| 21EX Arbor Heights - Westwood Village - Seattle CBD | Weekday 400
21 Arbor Heights - Westwood Village - Seattle CBD Saturday 50 R
24 Magnolia - Seattle CBD | Weekday, Saturday 700 -
25 | Laurelhurst - University District - Seattle CBD | Weekday 250
26 East Green Lake - Wallingford - Seattle CBD | Weekday, Saturday | 350
27 Colman Park - Leschi Park - Seattle CBD | Weekday, Saturday, Sunday 450
28EX | Broadview - Ballard - Seattle CBD via Leary Av NW Weekday 250
28 _Mttier Heights - Ballard - Seattle CBD via Leary Av NW | Weekday, Saturday 600
29 Ballard - Queen Anne - Seattle CBD B Weekday 500
31 | University District - Fremont - Magnolia | Weekday 300
32 University District - Fremont - Seattle Center Weekday 250
33 Discovery Park - Seattle CBD Weekday, Saturday, Sunday 400
40 Northgate TC - Ballard - Seattle CBD via Leary Av NW | Saturday, Sunday 500
41 Lake City - Seattle CBD via Northgate Weekday 1,400
48 Mt Baker - University District - Loyal Heights | Saturday, Sunday 300
55 Admiral District - Alaska Junction - Seattle CBD Weekday 400
56EX | Alki - Seattle CBD Weekday ] 400
57 Alaska Junction - Seattle CBD Weekday 300
60 Westwood Village - Georgetown - Capitol Hill Saturday 100
71 Wedgwood - University District - Seattle CBD Weekday 850
72 Lake City - University District - Seattle CBD Saturday 550 |
73 Jackson Park - University District - Seattle CBD Weekday, Saturday 650
JAEX | Sand Point - Seattle CBD - | Weekday 600
76 Wedgwood - Seattle CBD Weekday 250
o North City - Seattle CBD Weekday 300
101 Renton TC - Seattle CBD Saturday, Sunday L
| 14 Renton Highlands - Seattle CBD Weekday 250
119EX | Dockton - Seattle CBD via ferry Weekday 250
120 Burien TC - Westwood Village - Seattle CBD Saturday, Sunday 150
L 124 Tukwila - Georgetown - Seattle CBD Weekday, Saturday, Sunday 1450
L128 Southcenter - Westwood Village - Admiral District Weekday 500
131 | Burien TC - Highland Park - Seattle CBD Weekday, Saturday 1,300
132 Burien TC - South Park - Seattle CBD Weekday, Saturday 350
143EX | Black Diamond - Renton TC - Seattle CBD Weekday 250
157 Lake Meridian - Seattle CBD | Weekday 250
166 | Kent Station - Burien TC | Weekday 250
169 Kent Station - East Hill - Renton TC Weekday 400
173 Federal Way TC - Federal Center South Weekday 250
177 Federal Way - Seattle CBD Weekday 250 |
178 South Federal Way - Seattle CBD Weekday 700
179 Twin Lakes - Seattle CBD Weekday - 250 -
'_ 182 NE Tacoma - Federal Way TC Saturday 50
190 Redondo Heights - Seattle CBD ‘Weekday 250
202 South Mercer Island - Seattle CBD | Weekday 300
221 Education Hill - Overlake - Eastgate Weekday, Saturday 650

32
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Route Area Day H(,E::;rga::;e d
232 Duvall - Bellevue Weekday 250
237 | Woodinville - Bellevue Weekday 250
Ly Eastgate - Factoria - Bellevue Weekday 300 |
242 | North City - Overlake ‘Weekday 250 _
| 243 Jackson Park - Bellevue - Weekday 250 |
245 Kirkland - Overlake - Factoria - Saturday 50
257 | Brickyard - Seattle CBD Weekday 250
2 Juanita - University District Weekday 250
| 280 | Seattle CBD - Bellevue - Renton Saturday 50
316 | Meridian Park - Seattle CBD | Weekday 250
355EX | Shoreline CC - University District - Seattle CBD | Weekday 500
~ 358EX | Aurora Village - Seattle CBD | Sunday 100 |
372EX | Woodinville - Lake City - University District | Weekday 600
601EX | Seattle CBD - Group Health (Tukwila) | Weekday - 250
- Total hours needed 27,800

Some other routes had reliability problems but were determined not to need immediate investment, either
because they have received reliability investments since spring 2013 or were deleted or have had major
changes since spring 2013.

A list of all routes that exceeded the thresholds for reliability during the period analyzed for this report is in
Appendix E.
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Routes Needing Investment to Improve Schedule Reliability
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Priority 3 — Corridors below target service levels

Our analysis found that 58 corridors in the All-Day and Peak Network were below target service levels in
one or more time periods in spring 2013. Nineteen corridors are new to this list in 2013 and three corridors
from the 2012 list have dropped off. To bring service up to the target levels, an estimated 467,500 annual
hours of investment would be needed— substantially higher than the 2012 need of 309,800 annual hours.

Table 12 lists the corridors that were below target service levels as of spring 2013; they are shown in Figure
9 (page 38). Priority among these corridors was established according to the service guidelines by ordering
the corridors in descending order of points, first by the geographic value score, then by the productivity
score, and finally by the social equity score. This priority order helps ensure that service enhancements are

equitably distributed and productive.

TABLE 12

2013 Corridors Below Target Service Levels and Estimated Hours to
Meet Service Level Targets, Ordered by Investment Priority

Shading indicates corridor is new to list of routes below target service level

* Indicates route received investment in 2012

! Corridor ‘ Betwesh And Major route Estimated hours
| number to meet target

| 105 U. District Seattle CBD 49 4700
J Ballard Seattle CBD 40 . 4,400
| 25 | U. District Seattle CBD 73 | 4700
69 Northgate Seattle CBD 16* 8,900

| 55 | Lake City Seattle CBD “n o | 14600

99 Tukwila Seattle CBD (124 9300
9  |Ballard | Northgate 140 4,400

68 |Northgate | U. District | 66 EX/67* 3300

19 Burien Seattle CBD 132 | 15,000
20 |Capitol Hill  Westwood Village | 60* ) 9,800
51 | Kent | Seattle CBD 150* 7,500
84  |Renton | Seattle CBD 101 ) 7,300

|32 Federal Way Tukwila Intl Blvd Station A Line 4 oo D

' 81 Redmond | Totem Lake | 930 DART 11,000 |
33 | Federal Way Kent - 183 - 12,400

50 | Kent Renton 1169 5400 |

52 |Kent Renton 1153 13100
83  Renton | Burien | 140" 18,000

3 Auburn Burien 180 | 21,700

100 Tukwila Highline CC 156 9,700

59 Madison Park | Seattle CBD n 4,600 B
38 | Greenwood | Seattle CBD 15 2,700
| 35 |Fremont U. District 32 5,900
5 |Aurora Village TC Seattle CBD 358 EX* 18,800

M | Westwood Village | Seattle CBD C Line* 6,200

! Route 140 is slated to be deleted and replaced by RapidRide F Line in June 2014
2 Route 358 is slated to be deleted and replaced by RapidRide E Line in june 2014,
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ﬁﬂ:ﬂ"g:: Between And Major route E::Im::i‘:;:;';:s
18 Burien | Seattle CBD 131 13,000
79 Rainier Beach Station | Capitol Hill 9 EX 17,900
57 Lake City U. District | 65 5,600 i
86 | Renton | Seattle CBD 106 9,400 |
94 Shoreline CC Northgate 345 8,600
45 | Kenmore U. District 372 EX 14,200
| 56| Northgate U. District 75 4500
87  |Renton Renton Highlands 105 | 2800
112 Westwood Village Seattle CBD 125 2,800
2 Aki | sopo |50 1,900
95 | Shoreline CC Lake City 330 4500
|16 | Bellevue | Renton 240 76000
3 Green River CC Kent 164 ] 11,100
49  |Kent Maple Valley 168 7,400
1 Adnmiral District Tukwila 128 20,900
4 Issaquah Overlake 269 11,100
101 Tukwila Fairwood 155* 5,200
30 Enumclaw ;Auburn - 186/915 DART 2,600
| 64 ‘Mount Baker Station Seattle CBD 14 8200
24 | Colman Park | Seattle CBD 27 | 4,900
107 U. District Seattle CBD 125 8,600
26 Discovery Park | Seattle CBD 33 3,100
72 | Overlake P&R Bellevue - 226 6,500
92 | Sand Point U. District 30 bh N 200
70 Northgate U. District 68 o
58 | Laureltiurst U, District LB
27 |Eastgate Bellevue 241
28 |Eastgate Bellevue 246 o
93 | Aurora Village TC U. District 373 EX
65 Mountlake Terrace Northgate 347
71 | Othello Station SODO 50
89 Renton Renton Technical College 908 DART 3,000
74 Pacific Auburn 917 DART 3,000
Total | 467,500
Change from 2012

The list of corridors below target service levels identified in spring 2013 differs from the spring 2012

list because of service investments and changes in corridor scores since the last report. Corridor scores
changed because of changes in the thresholds used to set service levels, as described in Section 1, as well
as changes in the underlying land use, social equity, and performance data. Table 13 lists the corridors that
were below target service levels in 2012 but are no longer targeted for investment. Reasons for change
include:
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= Service improvements made in 2012, Service was improved on several corridors as part of the Cand D
line launch.

= Lower ridership and productivity. The ridership and productivity of major routes changed on several
corridors. These corridors were targeted for less service because they needed less to meet existing

demand.

In general, we expect to see changes each year in corridors that are below target service levels as ridership,
productivity, and social conditions evolve. Our analysis takes such changes into account as we determine what

investments may be needed.

TABLE 13
2012 Corridors Below Target Service Levels that are No Longer Targeted for investment
ﬁ?’::ﬂ:: Between And T:tj;‘t); Reason for Change
1 |Ballard | U. District 44| Lower off-peak ridership B
21 Capitol Hill | Seattle CBD 10| Lower off-peak ridership
48 | Kent 4 Burien . 131] Service improvement
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FIG. 9
2013 Corridors Below Target Service Levels
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Priority 4 — High-productivity routes
Route productivity is assessed using two measures (see page 10). High-productivity routes are defined as

those that perform in the top 25 percent of comparable routes on one or both measures in at least one time
period.

In the spring 2013 period, of the 212 routes evaluated, 82 were in the top 25 percent on either or both
productivity measures: rides per platform hour or passenger miles per platform mile.

Metro must become more productive and carry more riders to help fulfill the public transportation goal set
in Transportation 2040—one reason why the guidelines define highly productive services as an investment
priority. Investing in high-productivity routes in areas where there is latent demand for transit will result

in higher ridership. A substantial portion of the growth needed to meet the Transportation 2040 goals (an
additional 2.6 million annual service hours) will be on high-productivity services.

Metro has demonstrated that investments in highly productive service lead to increased ridership. Examples
are the RapidRide lines, where investments to improve frequency and quality of service have resulted in
ridership growth on all four corridors: 55 percent increase on the A Line since October 2010, 20 percent
increase on the B Line since October 2011, 51 percent increase on the C Line since September 2011, and 16
percent increase on the D Line since September 2012. The A and B Lines are among the top 25 percent of
routes on both performance measures in all time periods. The Cand D Lines are among the top 25 percent
of routes on one or both performance measures in all time periods. We will continue to invest in high-
productivity services when we restructure service, form service partnerships with local jurisdictions, or have
other opportunities.

Many services that performed highly in 2012 continued to do so in 2013. Some notable groups of high-
productivity routes that performed well on both measures include:

» Current and future RapidRide routes. In addition to the high performance of current RapidRide lines
described above, Route 358 (future E Line), and Route 140 (future F Line) all performed in the top 25
percent on both measures for all time periods. The C and D lines performed in the top 25 percent for at
least one of the measures during all time periods.

= Downtown Seattle to University District routes. Routes 49, 71, 72, 73, and 74 Express continue to
be top performers that connect the largest transit markets in King County.

= Commuter routes serving north Seattle. Routes 15 Express, 17 Express, 18 Express, 26 Express,
74 Express, 76 and 316 are the top-performing commuter routes. These highly successful commuter
routes operate in areas that have high demand for service, including Ballard, Green Lake, the
University District, northeast Seattle, and Shoreline. Several of these routes are new to the group of
high-performing routes, reflecting the restructure of service around the Cand D lines in fall 2012 that
consolidated services in northwest Seattle.

Routes connecting regional growth centers in south King County. The network of routes that
connect regional growth centers in south King County— 128, 164, 166, 169, 180, and 181 — continued
to perform well in 2013. Their good performance is indicative of the strong demand for transit between
regional growth and activity centers outside the Seattle core.

Routes that connect neighborhoods to Northgate. The network of all-day routes in north King
County connects several feeder routes with the high-performing Route 41, which connects Northgate
to downtown Seattle. Routes 345, 346, and 347 provide neighborhood circulation as well as
connection to Northgate. This group of routes performs well not just on service to downtown Seattle,
but also on the neighborhood routes that both circulate and connect to the trunk service.
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TABLE 14

2013 Routes in Top 25% on Both Measures in All Time Periods Served

Route | Description Time Period J
Aline | Federal Way - Tukwila Peak, off peak, night |
B Line Bellevue - Crossroads - Redmond Peak, off peak, night
~ 15EX | Blue Ridge - Ballard - Seattle CBD | Peak i
17EX | Sunset Hill - Ballard - Seattle CBD | Peak ]
18EX | North Beach - Ballard - Seattle CBD Peak
26EX East Green Lake - Wallingford - Seattle CBD Peak
41 Lake City - Seattle CBD via Northgate Peak, off peak, night
49 University District - Capitol Hill - Seattle CBD Peak, off peak, night
71 Wedgwood - University District - Seattle CBD Peak, off peak, night
- n Lake City - University District - Seattle CBD Peak, off peak, night
73 |Jackson Park - University District - Seattle CBD  Peak, off peak, night
74EX Sand Point - Seattle CBD Peak
76 | Wedgwood - Seattle CBD  Peak
140 (F Line) | Burien TC - Renton TC Peak, off peak, night
164 Green River CC - Kent Station | Peak, off peak, night
169 Kent Station - East Hill - Renton TC Peak, off peak, night
316 Meridian Park - Seattle CBD Peak
~ 358EX  |AuroraVillage - Seattle CBD | Peak, off peak, night
TABLE 15
2013 Routes in Top 25% on Both Measures in at Least One Time Period Served
Route Description Time Period
D Line Ballard - Seattle Center - Seattle CBD Off peak, night '
5 Shoreline CC - Seattle CBD Peak, night |
7 Rainier Beach - Seattle CBD Off peak
66EX Northgate TC - Eastlake - Seattle CBD Peak .
67 Northgate TC - University District - Off peak |
101 Renton TC - Seattle CBD Off peak, night |
105 Renton Highlands - Renton TC Off peak
120 Burien TC - Westwood Village - Seattle CBD Night
128 Southcenter - Westwood Village - Admiral District | Peak, off peak
148 Fairwood - Renton TC Night
166 Kent Station - Burien TC Peak, off peak
168 Maple Valley - Kent Station Off peak, night
180 Auburn - SeaTac Airport - Burien TC Peak, off peak
181 Twin Lakes P&R - Green River CC B Peak, off peak
345 Shoreline CC - Northgate Peak, off peak
346 Aurora Village - Northgate Peak, off peak
347 | Mountlake Terrace - Northgate Peak, night

40
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FIG. 10
Route Design and Productivity
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The design guidelines in the service guidelines help Metro plan productive service. The diagram
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SECTION 3

B SERVICE REDUCTION PRIORITIES

Metro may reduce service to reallocate resources to meet higher-priority needs, to stay within budget,

or to improve the productivity and efficiency of the transit system. This section is not a service reduction
proposal. Section 5 of this report presents the service reductions and revisions that would be made
because of Metro’s expected revenue shortfall and loss of Alaskan Way Viaduct mitigation funding, based
on the 2013 service guidelines analysis.

The service guidelines identify priorities for reducing service
that are based on both the route performance analysis and the Metro’s adopted 2013-2014 budget
corridor analysis. The route performance analysis assesses route | assumes a $75 million annual
productivity. The corridor analysis sets target service levels for revenue shortfall after mid-2014.
the All-Day and Peak Network using a process that balances Metro must reduce up to 600,000

productivity, social equity and geographic value. annual service hours to close this
gap. When funding for Alaskan Way

The first factor that puts a route at risk of reduction is Viaduct mitigation service ends in
performance in the bottom 25 percent of routes that operate June 2014, an additional 45,000
in the same market in the same time period on one or both of hours must be deleted. (The actual
the productivity measures in the guidelines (see page 6 for an size of the reduction will depend
explanation of the measures). on Metro's current finances.) The

findings in this report are the basis
for planning service reductions.
Metro will also consider factors

such as opportunities to make the
system simpler or more efficient, and

= High potential: the route duplicates other service on the changes to other service in an area.
corridor, is on a corridor that is receiving service above its
target level, or is a peak route that does not meet one or both of the peak service criteria.

Not all routes performing in the bottom 25 percent have the
same risk for reduction. In this report we categorize routes in the
lowest-performing 25 percent as having high, medium or low
potential for major reduction as follows:

= Medium potential: the route performs in the bottom 25 percent for a given time period and is on a
corridor that is at its target service level,

= Low potential: the route is on a corridor that is below the target service level, is a peak service that
meets one or both of the peak criteria, or provides the only connection in a community. The All-Day and
Peak Network reflects the value of providing connections in communities throughout King County,
suggesting that at least a minimum level of service should be provided for all 112 corridors.

Figure 11 illustrates the factors used to determine a route’s potential for reduction.

42
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FIG. 11

How is the Potential for Reduction Determined?
Potential for Major Reduction®
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! Peak criteria are:

* Rides per trip should be 90% or greater compared to alternative service

* Travel time should be at least 20% faster than the alternative service
2 The high, medium and low potential for major reduction shown here is a simplified presentation of
the reduction priorities described in the service guidelines. See Figure 12 to see how High, Medium
and Low relate to the four reduction priorities listed in the guidelines.

Service reduction potential in 2013

As seen on Table 16, the hours are given as an estimated range because the actual hours that would be
reduced in in a service change plan would vary. For example, if Metro restructures multiple interconnected
routes in an area, the overall network might be more effective if we retain a segment of a route that is a
candidate for reduction. As another example, we might retain a route that has potential for reduction if it is
the only transit service in an area.

TABLE 16

Estimate of Hours that Could be Reduced from Services with
High and Medium Reduction Potential

T
| Percent of Total s e

i ey g e ows
High p.otentlal for major 39 - 5% 115,000 - 160,000
reduction
NSdiumspotentialtior 4% - 6% 140,000 - 200,000
major reduction
Total hours in High and
Medium potential for 7% - 1% 255,000 - 360,000
reduction }

We estimate that a total of between 255,000 and 360,000 annual service hours are in the high and
medium risk categories, or between 7 and 11 percent of the Metro system. The $75 million revenue
shortfall would require a reduction of up to 600,000 annual service hours, and discontinuation of Alaskan

KING COUNTY METRO TRANSIT 2013 SERVICE GUIDELINES REPORT



14068

Way Viaduct mitigation funding would require an additional reduction of approximately 45,000 annual
service hours, A reduction of this magnitude would have to go beyond the services identified as having
high or medium potential for reduction. As shown in Figure 12, all services in the bottom 25 percent are
not automatically placed within the category of high or medium potential for reduction. All services in the
bottom 25 percent account for approximately 705,000 annual service hours, while only 255,000 to 360,000
are placed in the high or medium risk categories. The remaining routes in the bottom 25 percent are not
categorized as having a high or medium risk for reduction. This is because they may be the last connection
in a community, meet both peak criteria, or serve a corridor that is below its target service level, as they are
categorized as a low potential for reduction. (See Fig. 11.)

The chart below describes how the reduction priorities relate to a route's potential for major reduction.
The first reduction priority includes routes that are identified as having a high or medium potential for
reduction. The second reduction priority is to restructure service. A restructure may touch routes with
varying performances, so the “high, medium or low" classification does not apply. The third and fourth
reduction priorities pull from those routes identified as having a low potential for major reduction.

FIG. 12

Potential for

Service Guideline Reduction Priorities Major Reduction

1st reduction | rmrlty — reduce service on routes that are below the 25% | High
groﬁuctlvity thresheld for a given time period, prioritizing those that are in the
bottom 25%:for both measures, reducing in the following order:

a$$$x$$§$$$$x$xﬁ -

= Duplicative service .

-
-
-
- -
-
-

o

@@’é&'

-
-
i
-
-
i
i
e
L
i
o

- » Peak routes that do not meet one or hoth of the peak crfterié . L
:ggg: ﬁqg:{gg[t;corrudors that are above their target service levelﬁ g ssﬁg

= Routes on corridars that are at their target service levels Medium
2nd reduction priority — Restructure service to improve network design N/A*
and efficiency
3rd reduction priority — Reduce service on routes that are predominately Low

between 25-50% productivity threshold for a given time period, reducing in the
following order:

= Service that duplicates or overlaps with routes on the All-Day and Peak
network

= Peak routes that meet both peak criteria’

® Routes on corridors that are above their target service levels

» Routes on corridors that are at their target service levels

4th reduction priority — Reduce services on routes that are below the 25% Low
productivity threshold for a given time period on corridors identified as below
their target service levels

*Restructuring service may touch routes with varying performance and therefore isn't classified as high, medium or low.
! Peak routes that meet both peak criteria and that are between 0-50% reduction priority are evaluated among the 3rd reduction priority.

Whenever reductions are necessary, Metro strives to maintain public mobility as much as possible. To do
s0, we might reduce service frequency, shorten the span of service, or make targeted trip cuts rather than
completely eliminate a route. We might also restructure a number of routes to make the whole network
more productive and to maintain segments of routes that are reduced.

The tables on the following pages show the routes that are below the productivity threshold on one or
both productivity measures and are at high or medium potential for major reduction based on the corridor
analysis.
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TABLE 17

Routes Below One or More Productivity Thresholds at High Potential for Major Reduction

—]
QO
Peak Off Peak Night Peak Crietria Corridor Status Potential for O
Rides, PassMi, Rides, PassMi Rides, PassMi/ | Corrider | Target Service Famil Travel Major Time Period
Route  |Dezcription PIatHi 4 PIEtHi PIatMi/ PIatHi PmMi/ € VLT |Ridershin| pea | Off Peak | Night et 4P
TEX* Rainier Beach - Seattle CBD 37.4 Peak Peak Yes #ﬂ : Peak High Peak (@)
19* West Magnolia - Seattle CBD 315 Peak Peak Yes ‘Ha Peak High Peak —h
o o
22 Arbor Heights - Westwood Village - Alaska Junction 15.6 2.8 13,1 wadbs feu 7B 1.2 None None None High Off Peak / Night (@]
L —
28 \,3/\:/'"'” BT BRlIaTd 252t eTCB VB ey 50 1 | a7 | 232 52 | 34/38 | veryFrequent/Local At At I ‘Ap Above | At At High Off Peak P
47¢ Summit - Seattle CBD 355 262 53 211 38 None None None High All w
48EX*  |Mt Baker - University District - Loyal Heights 36.0 Ed Peak Peak ‘Mo Yes Peak High Peak 'Q_J’_
51 North Beach - Ballard 1.9 LI w3 2l 435 0E None None None High All
62~ Ballard - Seattle Pacific University - Seattle CBD 15.8- 43 Peak Peak N Na Peak High Peak 2—_
az* Seattle CBD - Greenwoad 26 48— Owl Owl Owl High Night (=]
83* Seattle CBD - Ravenna i5g 7.8 Owl Qwl owl High Night =
84¢ Seattle CBD - Madison Park - Madrona B i) Owl Owl Dwl High Night (@]
98*  |South Lake Union Street Car 524 89 24.0 0 None None None High Off Peak / Night -
55" International District - Waterfront Peak Peak Yes He Peak High Peak 3
110 Tukwila Station - North Renton Peak Peak Yes Ne Peak High Peak D
116EX* |Fauntleroy Ferry - Seattle CBD Peak Peak Yaz Nel Peak High Peak O
119 Dockton - Vashon 101 e None Naonao None High Peak / Off Peak E'
121* Highline CC -Burien TC - Seattle CBD via Ist Av S Peak Peak Yes “To Paak High Peak 3
133 |Burien TC - Gregory Heights 120 | &5 6.2 Tt None None hane High Al
152* Auburn - Seattle CBD Peak Peak Yes o Peak High Peak o)
159* Timberlane - Seattle CBD Peak Peak i Moo Peak High Peak (@)
161* Lake Meridian - Seattle CBD Peak Peak Yes ‘Ho: Peak High Peak r(_—Df-
173 Federal Way TC - Federal Center South Peak Peak Yes Ha Peak High Peak =
177* _ |Federal Way - Seattle CBD Pral Peak His Pt Peak High Peak .
179+ [Twin Lakes - Seattle CBD Peak Peak Ho Hy Pazk High Peak Q-
197 |Twin Lakes - University District Peak Peak Yes Na Paak High Peak —_
200 Downtown Issaguah - North Issaguah 134 3,5 None None None High Peak (@)
202*  |South Mercer Island - Seattle CBD Peak Peak T NG Peak High Peak -
203 |Mercer Island P&R - Shorewood BEh e B e Nane Nane Narne High Peak / Off Peak 3
J0a |POUth Mercer Island - Mercer Island P&R via Island Yot is - =) a |: e | at High - S
Crest = [
20SEX*  [5outh Mercer Island - First Hill - University District 130 55 Peak Peak Mo Ka, Peak High Peak :
210* Issaquah - Factoria - Seattle CBD 133 55 Peak Peak Yes No Peak High Peak 90
211EX* |Issaquah Highlands - First Hill 154 4.7 Peak Peak No HNa Peak High Peak g_
213 Mercer Island P&R - Covenant Shores 8.5 05 Nang Nane Nzne High Off Peak —
215 |North Bend - Seattle CBD 37 138 Peak Peak tin Yes Peak High Peak .
236 |Woodinville - Totem Lake - Kirkland 7.9 25 a6 15 98 Hatrly abiove | Avove | Ahbwe Al (@)
238 Bothell - Totem Lake - Kirkland 13.3 4.0 6.4 16 109 Local At | At Abowy Night >3
243 Jackson Park - Bellevue Peak Peak Yes No Peak Feak
250" |Owerizke - Seattie-CED Peak Peak [ K& Peak Peak
260 Finn Hill - Seattle CBD Peak Peak Mo fio Peak Peak
265 Overlake - Houghton - First Hill Peak Peak Yes Ne | Peak Peak
280* Seattle CBD - Bellevue - Renton 160 10.2 =) Dwl owl Night
306EX* [Kenmore - Seattle CBD 211 122 Peak Poak L N Peak Peak
309EX* [Kenmore - First Hill 125 7.8 Peak Peak Yos L Paak Peak
331 [Shoreline CC - Kenmore 18.9 67 208 5.7 95 29 a4 Local a1 | I | above Night
910DART [North Auburn - SuperMall 8.5 L0 9.2 EEE Nong None Nang Peak / OFf Peak
91SDART |SE Auburn - Auburn P&R 14.4 2.5 None None Nene Off Peak
927DART Like 5 7.0 1T &3 25 None Nenir Ngnz Pazk [ Off Peak
3310ART |Bothell- Redmond 73 P e 74 33 108 Hourly Above | At | At Poak
935DART |Totem Lake - Kenmore ) W 46 Hourly Abpve [ At | At Peak
Spring 2013 Thresholds for Routes that DO NOT serve Seattle Core Patential for Majer Reduction
Bottom 25H] 130 | #d 2ol 2 104 6 Any light shaded field is arisk factor .
Top 25M| 241 | 7A 245 —l 1.8 128 | 6.3 Service in the bottnm 25% of ane of bioth productivity measures AND has none or shovs for its comidor ste
*Spring 2013 Thresholds for Routes that serve Seattle Core OR peak routes not meeting peak criteria
Boromas% 240 | 107 He | o8 | 2d | sa Service in the bottom 25% of one or both productivity measures AND at for its corridor status
" Topasu| 473 | 166 513 | 154 345 | 108 Medim

Low Services not in the bottom 25% of one or both productivity measures OR corridors below target service levels
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TABLE 18
Routes Below One or More Productivity Thresholds at Medium Potential for Major Reduction
Peak OfF Peak Night Peak Crietria Corridor Status Potential tor
- Rides/ PassMi/ Rides/ PassMi/ Rides/ PassMi/ | Corridor | Target Service Family Trave! A = . Maijor Time Period
Roure |||Description Platrr | plari | platir | platwi | plathr | plammi Timg | Hoership]  Peak il =0 Reduction
37 |North Queen Anne - Seattle CBD - Madrona Park s37 | 17 | aes | 07 | s | en | 2w | VY F;f;‘i’:t/ = At, At At, At At, At Medium Night
10° _ |Capltal Bill - Seattle CBD 50.9 o] 522 10.9 35.0 7.7 21 Very Frequent At At At Medium Peak
11* Madison Park - Seattle CBD 527 020 487 |[Lg4 38.4 6.5 59 Very Frequent At Below At Medium Peak
12¢ Interlaken Park - Seattle CBD 50.6 LA 380 it A 3] 2 Very Frequent At At At Medium All
14* _ [Mount Baker - Seattle CBD 433 =07 465 S 258 | 53 | 64 Very Frequent Below Below At Medium Night
16* Northgate TC - Wallingford - Seattle CBD 36.7 125 348 126 E 1_'&.[}” 7.6 69 Very Freguent Below Below At Medium Night
2 Arbor Heights - Westwood Village - Seattle CBD 39.7 135 334 10.7 AR 7.0 39 Very Frequent At At At Medium Off Pezk / Night
24* Magnolia - Seattle CBD 44.4 133 289 10.1 210 55 51 Frequent At At At Medium Off Pezk / Night
26" East Green Lake - Wallingford - Seattle CBD 48.5 13.1 ~3332 11.1 22.6 7.1 34 Very Freguent At At At Medium O Poak
27 Colman Park - Leschi Park - Seattle CBD 403 9_::_‘ 200 | | 198 A1 24 Frequent Below At At Medium Dff Pask / Might
30 Sand Point - University District 286 | BB 38 24.5 43 92 Freguent Below At At Medium Off Peak / Night
31* University District - Fremont - Magnolia 586 oo B4 ] 303 35 Very Freguent At Below At Medium Peak
33+ Discovery Park - Seattle CBD 46.7 136 Fsis | 1 231 [ =3 26 Frequent Below At Below Medium Off Peak
50 Alki - Columbia City - Othello Station 20.6 4.3 18.4 4.4 =1 O 2/71 Freguent Below/Below Ab/At At/At Medium Night
60* Westwood Village - Georgetown = Capitol Hill 335 [ 326 _@?m pa 6.3 20 Very Frequent Below Below At Medium Night
65* Lake City - Unlversity District 32.9 TF 34.3 HEES 214 Bl 57 Freguent Balow At At Medium Off Peak / Night
118 Tshleguah - Vashan 14.8 2.5 128 B2k ] 134 3.1 91 Hourly At At At Medium QOff Peak
125° _|Westwood Village - Seattle CBD 358 | 145 |[2s | 120 | #8s | 8o 112 Frequent Beiow At Below Medium Off Peak
132 [Burien TC - South Park - Seattle CBD 363 1438 B3 12.1 ’?;;“@éi 88 19 Very Frequent Below Below At Medium Night
209 North Bend - Snogualamie - Issaguah 78 3.5 07 5.3 42 Hourly AL At At Medium Peak / OFff Peak
224 Fall City - Duvall - Redmand TC .0 3.2 Ei 4.0 82 Hourly At At At Medium Peak / Off Peak
246 Eastgate - Factoria - Bellevue 116 2.6 12.3 2.7 28 Lacal At Below At Medium Peak
243 Overlake - South Kirkland - South Bellevue 19.6 4.8 13.4 33 a2 I 73 Local At At At Medium Night
255" Brickyard - Kirkland TC - Seattle CBD 28.4 14.2 273 13.5 248 97 Very Frequent At At At Medium Off Peak
271" Issaguah - Bellevue - University District 261 107 | 288 114 214 gq || Y497 [ very Frequent/Local aboye AUAE | At At AL At AL, At Medium Off Pk
= 106 Very Freguent - £
903DART |Twin Lakes - Federal Way TC 20.3 41 17.6 ey 12.5 e 102 Local At At At Medium Off Peak / Night
S07DART_|Enumclaw - Renton TC T | B 257 B8 Hourly At At At Medium Peak / Off Peak
909DART |Kennvdale - Renton TC . 10D ., LB a5 -1 47 Hourly At At | At Medium Peak / Off Peak
Spring 2013 Threcholds for Agutes that DO NOT serve Seattle Core Potential for Major Reduction
: i = Bouam25K] | 1330 [ 34 T =] L %r LR Any light shaded field is a risk factor . o
Top:25% 24.1 ] 74 245 | 79 18.8 6.3 g:}vice in the bottom 25% of ona or both productivity measures AND has none Er above for its corridor glatu;
*Lpring 2013 Throsholds for Rowtes that serve Seattle Core OR k ot mesting peak criteria — =
Battom ?5‘& 250 [ oz PE |98 |oarAaEoed . Service in the bottom 25% of one or both productivity measures AND at for its corridor status
Topdsu| 473 | 166 513 | 154 343 | 108 I Me_d'um B
Low Services not in the bottom 25% of one or both productivity measures OR corridors below target service levels i
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SECTION 4

@ THE GUIDELINES AT WORK

Metro uses the guidelines as we revise service three
times each year, in the spring, summer, and fall.
Following an extraordinarily large service change in fall
2012, in which we started the RapidRide C and D lines,
revised more than 50 routes and reallocated more than
65,000 service hours, we made a smaller number of changes in 2013. This section summarizes the 2013
changes and reports on key outcomes emerging from 2012 service changes.

2013 service revisions

The February and June service revisions consisted of minor routing and system maintenance changes,
including making permanent the trips that had been added to reduce overcrowding on the new Cand D
lines in fall 2012.

We made more changes in September, to address some of the crowding and unreliability issues, balance
ridership and service levels on 1-90 commuter routes, start an alternative services demonstration project,
and change service in advance of the RapidRide F Line start. These are described below. A full list of
changes made in 2013 is in Appendix I.

Service quality investments. The 2012 guidelines report found that 24,500 annual service hours were
needed to reduce passenger crowding and improve schedule reliability. In September 2013, we invested
more than 8,000 annual hours of service in routes that had these service quality problems. Metro did not
have new resources for these investments, so following the guidelines, ,
we reallocated hours from other service. However, we were able to September 2013 service
meet only some of the needs. The investments did not cover the full list quality investments

of routes that had reliability problems.

“Trips were added to these

Metro added trips to all six routes identified as having overcrowding in routes: |
the 2012 guidelines report. Trips were added on weekday momings on 3.4, 16, 44, 60, 358
routes 3, 4 and 60; on weekday afternoons on routes 16 and 44; and

Schedul h d
on Saturdays on Route 358. e il =L

¢ these routes:

We rescheduled four routes identified as having reliability problems in © 2,8, 66,150, 181

the 2012 report. Schedules were adjusted on weekdays on routes 2, 66,

150, and 181; on Saturdays on Route 2; and on Sundays on Route 150. September 2013 service

At the same time that service quality investments were made, trips reductions

were reduced on several routes that performed in the bottom 25 Routes reduced:

percent on at least one performance measure in 2012. 139, 152, 187, 221, 246, 249,
250, 927

1-90 commuter service changes. Commuter services from the I-90

corridor to downtown Seattle have seen significant ridership growth in

the past few years, leading to crowding on some routes. In fall 2013, Metro redistributed resources within
this corridor to better match the available capacity to the market demand. The routes affected included
commuter services from Bellevue, Eastgate, Issaquah, Issaquah Highlands, North Bend, and Sammamish.

Changes were focused on maintaining high levels of service to the busiest areas, such as the Eastgate and
Issaquah Highlands park-and-rides. These changes were intended to reduce crowding and attract riders
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Because an extraordinarily large number of routes
were affected and complete data are not yet
available for all aspects of service, a comprehensive
analysis of outcomes is not possible for this report.
In addition, customers are still adapting to the changes, and we expect performance indicators will change
over the next year or two. However, analyses we have conducted to date have found notable results:
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more evenly to different routes in the 1-90 corridor. Metro also anticipates that some of the changes will
attract new riders by providing faster and more direct trips between the primary destinations.

Snoqualmie Valley Alternative Service Demonstration Project. This first alternative service
demonstration project began in the Snogualmie Valley in fall 2013. Metro made changes to three fixed
routes and added a new fixed route, and worked with an operating partner to establish a new intra-valley
shuttle service in the Snoqualmie Valley. These changes affected service in Carnation, Duvall, Fall City,
North Bend, Snoqualmie, and Woodinville.

Overall, the changes to fixed routes were designed to move service to areas with growing concentrations of
population and employment. This combination of changes is designed to increase productivity and reduce
costs while improving mobility in areas that are difficult to serve in a cost-effective way with traditional
fixed-route transit.

Renton service changes. In June 2014, Metro will launch the RapidRide F Line between the Burien Transit
Center and The Landing in Renton, replacing Route 140. In advance of the startup, Metro extended Route
140 to The Landing in September 2013 to provide better access to Boeing, other area employers, and
housing and commercial developments at the south end of Lake Washington. This extension was the result
of collaboration between Metro and the City of Renton to ensure that Metro responded to development
that has occurred in the north portion of the Renton regional growth center. We also converted a local
route to DART and made a minor routing modification in response to public feedback shared during
outreach held in late 2012 and early 2013.

Key early outcomes of fall 2012 service change

The fall 2012 service revision included the first large restructure to be planned using the service guidelines.
In conjunction with the start of the RapidRide C and D lines, we restructured networks of more than

50 bus routes in Seattle and nearby communities and made smaller changes to about 40 routes. The
revisions were intended to make the transit
system more productive and to give riders better
connections—including connections to fast,
frequent RapidRide service. The changes included
reducing or deleting low-productivity routes by
more than 65,000 service hours and reinvesting
the hours where they were needed to relieve
crowding, improve reliability, and increase service
on corridors that were below their target tevels.

LUV T

266

Ry St
aby | 2
gy

* |n areas where major investments and restructures were made, ridership has grown more than the
system average. The Delridge corridor, served by the Route 120 and portions of the C Line, has seen
a 50 percent increase in boardings. Corridors with similar increases include Leary Way (Routes 28 and
40), Greenwood (Route 5), and Holman Road (Route 40).

= Ridership and productivity increases for the RapidRide C and D lines have outpaced systemwide
increases. As of August 2013, C Line ridership had grown 51 percent above its 2011 baseline, already
meeting the 5-year ridership projection. D line ridership was 16 percent above its baseline, on track
to achieve the 5-year ridership projection. Both lines were also well above the average system
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productivity as of May 2013. The system average rides per hour for 2013 through May was 32.9; the D
Line average was 50.9 rides per hour and the C Line average was 37.6.

» Productivity on services affected by the C and D line restructure increased by 5 to 6 percent between
2011 and 2012.

» Median peak-hour travel times on the C and D lines have improved compared to travel times on the
routes they replaced. The greatest travel time improvements are for the northbound C Line during the
AM peak and for the northbound D Line during the PM peak. The least travel time improvement is on
the southbound C Line during the PM peak.

= After an adjustment period following the September 2012 service change, Metro service systemwide
met its on-time performance target of 80 percent in the period January through March 2013.

More detailed information about outcomes of the September 2012 service change and the C and D line
restructures can be found at www.kingcounty.gov/metro/reports in the following two reports:

= Data and Lessons Learned from Elimination of the Ride Free Area and Start-up of RapidRide C and D
Lines

= RapidRide C and D Line Implementation and Restructures—Ridership Assessment and Guidelines
Analysis
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SECTION 5

B USING THE GUIDELINES TO
REDUCE SERVICE BECAUSE OF
A MAJOR FUNDING SHORTFALL

Metro’s funding shortfall

Since the service guidelines were adopted in July 2011, Metro
has been using them to improve the transit system by delivering
productive, high-quality service where it's needed most. This year, we have begun using the guidelines for a
different purpose: to prepare for a major reduction of the transit system that may be necessary because of a
severe funding shortfall facing Metro.

Since 2008, the Great Recession and ongoing weak economy have caused a shortfall in Metro’s revenue
from sales tax. Over the past five years, King County and Metro have taken many steps to substantially cut
costs, increase revenue, and preserve most service. Actions include reducing staff and overhead, finding
new operating efficiencies, tapping reserve funds, cutting very-low-productivity bus trips, raising fares, and
adopting a temporary congestion reduction charge (CRC) that provides supplemental funding for two years.

However, the CRC will expire and available reserve funds will be exhausted in mid-2014. Metro’s adopted
2013-2014 budget assumes that as a result, annual revenues will fall $75 million short of what is needed
to maintain the current level of service. Compounding this problem, state funding will end in June 2014 for
enhanced Metro service to mitigate traffic impacts of the Alaskan Way Viaduct (AWV) Replacement Project.

If Metro does not receive additional revenue, up to 17 percent of current service would have to be
eliminated in 2014 and 2015 to balance the transit budget. This would include up to 600,000 annual service
hours to close the general revenue gap, plus 45,000 hours that would be lost when the AWV mitigation
service ends. At the time this report is being prepared, the most recent sales tax collections for Metro have
been somewhat better than expected, though not nearly enough to stave off service reductions. The actual
size of the reductions will depend on Metro's current finances at the time reductions are approved.

In June 2014, the 45,000 hours of transit service supported by the AWV project mitigation contract would
be removed. The West Seattle area has been receiving the most mitigation service and would be most
heavily affected; other corridors that have been receiving mitigation service are those linking Burien, White
Center, North Seattle (Aurora), Ballard and downtown Seattle. About 150 bus trips per day representing
7,500 bus seats per day would be lost, resulting in more-crowded and less-reliable transit service in an even
more congested SR-99 corridor.

Service reductions would begin in June 2014, followed by additional reductions in September 2014

and February, June and September 2015. Up to 600,000 annual service hours would be eliminated in
communities across King County, plus 45,000 hours in corridors that have been receiving AWV mitigation
service.

The following is a proposal for making the necessary service reductions based on the service guidelines and
objective data about route performance.

Service reduction proposal

This proposal differs from the reduction illustration that was shared with the public in the 2012 service
guidelines report. It has an added focus on revisions to the network that result in greater overall efficiency
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and preservation of service on the most highly used corridors. Using the service guidelines, Metro planners
developed the proposal based on a close examination of the network to find the most effective ways to
provide service within a severely constrained budget.

More than 80 percent of Metro’s routes would be changed in some way—some would be deleted,
some would be reduced and some would be revised. These changes would have broad impacts on
the entire public transportation network—even for routes that are not changed—and would affect
a large portion of Metro’s customers and communities across King County. Impacts would include
fewer travel options for riders, longer waits at bus stops, more transfers where people today have
a direct connection, more-crowded and less-reliable buses, and increased traffic congestion.

As the basis for this service reduction proposal, Metro spent several months doing a detailed,
comprehensive analysis of data for all routes in regular service as of spring 2013. The routes are listed in
Table 19. Because the service reductions would come from our current system, Table 19 lists routes as of
fall 2013. Routes 208 and 219 are new as of fall 2013, so they are not shown in any tables in the preceding
sections. Also that fall, Route 155 was converted to DART service, which is listed as 906DART in the table.
We used the service guidelines described in Section 3 as the overarching guidance for which services would
be reduced. We identified reduction priorities by considering each route’s performance and whether it is
above, below or at the corridor's target service level. The methodology for reducing service is illustrated in
Figure 13.

We also looked for opportunities to cut hours yet maintain an effective network by making service revisions
to areas of the county, to groups of routes, and to individual routes. Through these revisions, we could
reduce duplication in the transit network while maintaining higher levels of service in the areas with

the most ridership. Making changes to multiple routes along a corridor or within an area can improve
efficiency and reduce operating costs while retaining more riders. At the same time, we kept in mind that
large revisions also reduce or eliminate service in some current route segments, which can be harmful for
customers and stressful for bus operators. We also sought to maintain connections in areas where there are
high concentrations of minority populations or people with low incomes and high transit ridership.

In the service reduction proposal that is based on this work, the following changes would occur:

® Less than 20 percent of Metro's routes (33 routes) would remain unchanged, but even these
unchanged routes would likely carry more people and be more crowded in a reduced transit network.
These routes typically are now in the top 25 percent on one or both performance measures, or were
revised since spring 2013 to improve their performance and system efficiency.

Table 19 shows five routes that are in the bottom 25 for one or more productivity measures remaining
unchanged. These routes remain unchanged for the following reasons:

o Route 10 was in the top 25 for one measure and in the bottom 25 for the other. This route helps
maintain a network of well-spaced services.

o Route 224 was shortened in fall 2013 as part of the alternative services delivery project to help
make the service more cost-effective.

o Route 246 was revised in fall 2013 to help make the service more productive.

o Route 309EX was in the bottom 25 only because it was on a temporary reroute. Since the re-route
has ended, this route is no longer in the bottom 25.

o Route 601EX is an in service deadhead trip; in other words, it picks people up on its way from the
base to the start of a different route. This means deletion of this trip would result in little to no
cost savings because the bus and driver would still have to make this trip.

» More than 50 percent of Metro’s routes (107 routes) would be reduced or revised. In general,
routes were proposed for reduction or revision because of low performance or because of an
opportunity to improve the efficiency of the transit network.
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The changes in this category would have the widest degree of variation. They range from smaller service
reductions such as the last trips at the end of the day or elimination of low productivity route "tails,” to
larger reductions that include frequency reductions elimination of all night or off-peak service.

About 40 percent of routes in this category are now performing in the bottom 25 percent for one or
both productivity measures during one or more time periods of the day. Many of these routes would
be reduced or revised during the specific time periods when they carry the fewest riders, as we seek
to preserve service where it is most highly used. The other 60 percent of routes in this category are
higher-productivity routes that would be reduced and/or revised, or modified as part of a restructure,
to improve service efficiency.

More than 30 percent of Metro’s routes (74 routes) would be deleted. Many of the routes that
would be deleted are in the bottom 25 percent for one or both productivity measures, but some
more-productive routes would also be deleted. Many of these higher-productivity routes are peak-only
routes that do not meet the peak speed or ridership criteria described in Section 1 of this report. We
also proposed to delete routes when we were able to consolidate service that operates on parallel
corridors and serves similar markets, making better use of overall resources. Some routes would be
deleted as we restructured larger areas and revised other routes to provide replacement service.
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TABLE 19
How Routes Would Be Affected in the Service Reduction Proposal
Unchanged Deleted Reduced/Revised
A Line 301 4 82 205EX 909DART Cline | 32* 114 177* 249
B Line 303EX S5EX 83 209 910DART D Line 33 116EX 180 252
10 309EX 7EX 84 210 913DART || 1 36 118EX | 181* 255
15EX 312EX 19 99 211EX 916DART 2 40 118 182 257
48 316 21 110 213 919DART 3* 41 119EX 186 269
74EX 330 22 113 215 927DART 5 43 119 187 27N
75 345 25 139 217 930DART 7 44 120 193EX 311
76 347 ] 26 152 237 935DART 8 49 121 197 331
77 373EX 27 154 238 9EX 50* 122 204 342"
101 601EX 28 158 242 1 55 123 208 346
_ 102 906DART 30 159 243 12 56EX 124 212* 348
140 (F Line) 31 161 244EX 13* 60 125 214 355EX* _
153 37 167 250 14 64EX 128 221 B58EX* (E Line)
166 47 173 260 16* 65 131 226 372EX*
169 48EX 178 265 17EX | 70* 132 232 903DART
_183_ - 57 179 277 18EX 71 143EX 234 907DART
216 61 .1'90 280 21EX 73* 148 235* 914DART
218 62 192 304 24 981 150 236 915DART
219 66EX 200 306EX 26EX* [ 105 156 240 917DART
224 67 201 308 28EX* | 106" 157* 241 931DART
246 68 202 | 901DART 29 107 164 245
268 72 203 | 908DART 1N 168" 248

Shaded cells are routes that perform in the bottom 25% in at least one measure, in at least

+  Routes have additional service/trips as a result of a revision
1 South Lake Union Streetcar

REVISIONS IN REDUCTION PRIORITY I

TABLE 20
Areas and Related Routes That Would Be Revised or Consolidated

one time period.

ROUTE CONSOLIDATIONS AND ROUTING CHANGES

*  Routes have additional service/trips as a result of a revision
## Bolded red routes are those that would be deleted

Kent 157 | 158 | 159 | 168" | 914DART | 916DART |
Federal Way 187 901DART

Renton 111 o

Eastgate 212 | 17 [ 226 | 245 | 271 ]

Northeast Seattle 31 32" | 66EX 67 68 70" 1 72 73* | 242 | 372EX*

Northeast King County 221 | 234 | 235" 236 | 237 | 238 252 | 255 | 257 | 311 342* | 930DART
Central/Southeast Seattle 7 8 9EX 14 27 36 60 98t | 106* | 107

West Seattle 21 50* | 116EX | 118EX | 119EX |125| 128 | 131 132

‘Queen Anne/Central Seattle 1 2 3* 4 12 13* | 29

North-Central Seattle 5EX 5 16% | 26EX* | 26 | 28EX* 28 40 |355EX*

[-5 South 177% | 178 179 181* | 190 192 | 193EX | 197

| Magnolia 24 33
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Revisions would take place in several areas of the county, listed below. These revisions are categorized
as major, minor or route consolidations to give a sense of their magnitude. In proposing the revisions (as
listed in tables 19 and 20), Metro's objective is to maintain service for as many current riders as possible,
although in every case some riders would have to walk farther or would lose their service.

Major revisions are those where entire areas of the county would be restructured to provide more efficient
service, reduce route duplication, target higher frequencies of service to the places with the most ridership,
respond to major network changes and land-use developments, and create simpler service patterns that
would be easier to understand. In these cases, we would be asking riders to adjust to a new service
network, with many riders required to walk farther to reach service and some losing service altogether.

The service reduction proposal includes the following major revisions:

= Northeast Seattle: Consolidate several duplicative routes into one frequent route that runs between
Northgate and downtown Seattle via the University District. Preserve night and weekend service on
corridors with higher ridership in northeast Seattle and reduce service coverage to areas with fewer
riders.

= Northeast King County: Shorten some routes that have less productive segments, reduce duplication
in the network, maintain frequency in areas with higher ridership, better match service provided to the
demand for that service, and reduce service coverage to areas that have fewer riders.

Central/Southeast Seattle: Consolidate service to reduce duplication in the network while
maintaining connections to areas with higher ridership. Preserve off-peak and night service to corridors
with higher ridership in central and southeast Seattle by shortening some routes and reducing service
coverage to areas that have fewer riders.

West Seattle: Consolidate service to preserve commuter network and service coverage and frequency
to West Seattle and southwest King County arterials. These restructures are in response to the
combined impacts of Metro's structural financial gap and the loss of funding for the Alaskan Way
Viaduct mitigation service.

Minor revisions are those where groups of routes that provide similar service would be revised or
combined to provide more efficient service. In these cases, riders would use different routes to get to their
destinations, but most riders would have service that is similar to what they currently use. Other riders
may walk farther to access service or may lose their service. The service reduction proposal includes the
following minor revisions:

= Queen Anne/Central Seattle: Consolidate service to reduce duplication in the network, maintain
frequency in areas with high ridership and reduce service to areas with low ridership.

» North-Central Seattle: Streamline routings and consolidate competing services. Preserve off-peak,
night, and weekend service on corridors with higher ridership in north-central Seattle by reducing
service coverage in areas with fewer riders.

= Magnolia: Maintain all-day service to the areas with the highest ridership in Magnolia and preserve
peak service levels that match rider demand.

» |-5 South commuter service (Federal Way, Kent): Maintain service frequency and ability to access
current destinations to the most highly used park-and-ride lots on the I-5 south corridor. Eliminate peak
service to park-and-rides that have relatively low utilization.

Route consolidations: In some cases, two or more routes are combined into one route that serves the
majority of the riders that the two original routes served. The service reduction proposal also includes route
consolidations in the following areas:
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= Kent: Maintain some peak service to Kent East Hill by consolidating commuter service onto a single
route and providing timed connections with Sounder commuter rail. Maintain scaled-back local DART
service in Kent.

» Federal Way: Maintain some service coverage by reducing local service network duplication.

= Renton: Shorten route to serve most productive segments.

= Eastgate: Streamline routing to serve stops with the highest ridership and make service more efficient.
Add peak service to accommodate rider demand.

Route by route descriptions of all service reductions and revisions are available online at www.kingcounty.
gov/metro/future. These descriptions include a map, summary of the route changes, resulting frequency
and service span (or number of trips for peak service), and reasons why the service was reduced or revised.
Also available online are maps of revision areas, with route frequencies and service spans of the resulting
service network for each revised area. There are no route-by-route descriptions of unchanged or deleted
routes.

Public outreach is part of any major service change. In November 2013, Metro will launch a public
outreach process to inform people about the proposed reductions and learn from them about potential
impacts of the changes. Throughout this process, we will strive to increase the public's understanding of
the process Metro followed to determine the necessary reductions.

Metro will reach out in multiple forums in all areas of the county. The public outreach effort will be geared
toward helping people better understand why service must be cut and how they may be affected, as well
as helping Metro understand these effects. The feedback will help us identify impacts we might have
missed in our own analysis, as well as ways we might meet our customers’ needs in the future. If public
feedback helps us identify ways to soften the impacts of service cuts, increase ridership, and still make the
necessary overall reductions, we may make some adjustments to our proposal before finalizing the service
reduction package that will ultimately be considered for adoption by the King County Council. Metro will
more likely be able to respond to public feedback that:

= |dentifies ways to reduce impacts on riders and serve more people while making the necessary service-
hour reductions

» Balances the principles of social equity, geographic value and productivity by following the service
guidelines

= Concerns a quantifiable reduced impact or benefit of the suggested change.

Community comments will also inform future service changes and policies, even if we are not able to adjust
the reduction proposal and respond to people’s concerns within the constraints of our current revenue
environment.

A final proposal will be submitted to the King County Council for a decision in 2014.

Potential impacts

The proposed reduction of Metro service would directly affect more than 80 percent of Metro’s
routes and have a broad impact on the entire public transportation network and a large portion of
Metro's customers. Our services are part of an integrated transportation system, in which services work
together to get people where they want to go. Today, as many as one-third of our customers make trips
that involve transfers. For many of these riders, connections would become less convenient or impossible if
services were eliminated or reduced.

The effectiveness of the overall transit network would be diminished. A reduced transit network would
shrink the number of places people could go, limit where and how often they could travel, and increase
the time that trips would take. People would have to walk farther or wait longer for a bus; many would
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ride crowded buses, or be left at the curb as full buses pass them by. Overall, the system would be less
convenient, attractive, and functional for many riders. Many riders might stop using transit as a result.

Here are some examples of what a reduced network could mean:

= Elimination or reduction of more than 80 percent of the routes in the system would affect all
types of services, not just those that are low-performing.

* Reduced neighborhood access to transit. Many people in neighborhoods throughout King County
would get less service, or would lose service entirely.

= Longer, less-convenient trips to work and school. Fifty-six percent of Metro's riders take the bus
to school or work. Riders would have to wait longer, walk farther, make extra transfers or stand in the
aisle more often. Some might not be able to get to their jobs or classes.

» Increased traffic congestion. Metro service takes about 175,000 vehicles off the road every
weekday—Iargely during the busiest times of day on the most heavily used corridors. Major service
reductions would send thousands of people back into their cars, increasing congestion and slowing
traffic for everyone by adding tens of thousands of new car trips to King County’s already-congested
roadways.

= Impacts on economic growth. More than 1,500 businesses, the University of Washington, and
other institutions provide bus passes to their employees or students; they rely on transportation to
get people to work on time, manage parking capacity, and help reduce traffic congestion. Cuts to the
transit system would affect our local economy as people would have a harder time getting to work and
as increased congestion would make it harder to move goods and deliver services.

= Impacts on those who depend on transit. People who rely solely or heavily on transit would
have fewer travel choices because there would be fewer bus stops, fewer routes, and less service on
remaining routes.

Decreased accessible service options. With less fixed-route service and fewer bus stops, riders with
disabilities would have fewer opportunities to use Metro's fixed-route system. Federal requirements
for complementary ADA paratransit, Metro’s Access service, would be reduced if Metro's fixed-route
service was reduced. Reductions in the areas and times in which Access service would be provided are
possible, but are not yet part of this proposal.
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Guidelines methodology for reducing service

The first routes considered for reduction are those that perform in the bottom 25 percent on one or
both productivity measures: rides per platform hour and passenger miles per platform mile.

Fig. 13
Methodology For Reducing Service

Reduction

L. Route Performance Corridor & Peak Analysis
Priority
o -
1 o Duplicates Peak, ot Above Tatg!el
. other service icen g OF (osIMcY
—— 0% 25% 50% 75% 100%

criteria At level*

( ) 3 [
2 Restructure to improve
iy e - network efficiency, design
0% 25% 50% 75% 100%

Above Target

—
3 Duplicatas Peak, both

0% 25% 50% 75% 100% other service criteria met

] I

or service:
At level*

Target
- Below service
0% 25% 50% 75% 100% level*

*Target service level is based on demographics and demand between connections served by transit

Why reducing routes in the bottom 25 percent is not enough

The routes that perform in the bottom 25 percent for productivity are a starting point for potential
service reductions. Additional cuts would be needed to reduce the 600,000 hours necessary to close
the $75 million shortfall as well as the 45,000 hours funded by the Alaskan Way Viaduct mitigation
contract that expires in June 2014. Some routes in the bottom 25 percent would be maintained

to support some level of service throughout King County as well as other policy objectives. The
remaining cuts would have to come from services that have higher productivity and would normally
have a low potential for reduction. For further discussion, please see Section 3, Service Reduction
Priorities, page 43.

The figures on the following pages show area maps indicating routes that are deleted, reduced or
revised, or unchanged in the service reduction proposal.
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FIG. 14
Proposed Reduction of Up to 600,000 Annual Service Hours
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Service Reduction Proposal: Northwest Seattle/North King County
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FIG. 16
Service Reduction Proposal: Northeast Seattle/North King County
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Service Reduction Proposal: Southwest Seattle/South King County
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FIG. 18
Service Reduction Proposal: Central And Southeast Seattle/South King County
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FIG. 21
Service Reduction Proposal: Southwest King County
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FIG. 22
Service Reduction Proposal: Southeast King County
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SECTION 6

B POTENTIAL CHANGES TO THE SERVICE GUIDELINES AND
STRATEGIC PLAN

This 2013 Guidelines Report reflects changes to the guidelines methodology that were adopted as part
of the 2013 strategic plan and service guidelines update. With the adoption of the updates, some actions
were set in motion that might lead to future changes to the guidelines.

These actions are:

1) Report on passenger load metrics. Ordinance 17641 requires Metro to develop a report evaluating
alternative measures to assess crowded services and the need for related transit service investments.

Metro operates buses with varying seating capacities and layout of seats, and the measure of passenger
crowding is based on a ratio of passengers to seats. However, Metro's fleet is changing as we purchase
new, low-floor buses to improve operations; these buses have fewer seats than older, high-floor buses.
We are also purchasing some buses that are designed to have fewer seats and more room for standing
passengers. The intent of the report is to determine if there may be different measures or other changes
to passenger load metrics that can help us better identify overcrowding issues. The report is due to the
County Council on April 30, 2014.

2) Long-range plan development. The new strategy 6.1.2 added to the strategic plan provides for Metro
to “establish and maintain a long-range transit service and capital plan developed in collaboration with
local comprehensive and regional long-range transportation planning.”

The long-range plan will create a foundation for better coordination with partners, cities and other
stakeholders, provide direction for cities in land use and policy decisions, and provide better guidance
on Metro’s future. To demonstrate Metro’s needs and priorities, it will include service and capital
elements of a future Metro transit network.

Metro is developing a scope and work plan for the development of the long-range plan, which is
expected to take place over the next two years. As the plan is being developed, Metro will consider
whether any changes are necessary to the strategic plan or service guidelines.

3) Transit access and park-and-rides. Ordinance 17641 also calls for Metro to develop a work plan to
identify potential updates to the strategic plan and service guidelines related to park-and-rides and
other infrastructure supporting access to transit. This work plan will be developed in coordination
with the Puget Sound Regional Council, the Washington State Department of Transportation, Sound
Transit, King County Council and King County Executive staff, local jurisdictions and private sector
representatives.

The work plan, due to the King County Council by December 31, 2013, is expected to include timelines,
milestones and scope for reports that are expected to address:

KING COUNTY METRO TRANSIT 2012 SERVICE GUIDELINES REPORT
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The role of park-and-rides and other infrastructure supporting access to transit

= Best practices and approaches to improving transit access

= Regional coordination for planning, tracking and funding of needs

Model policy language for regional consistency

= Any proposed updates to the strategic plan andjor service guidelines.

Alternative services. Metro will continue to identify and report on appropriate performance measures
for alternative services that are consistent with the productivity, social equity and geographic value
policies of the Strategic Plan for Public Transportation; to monitor alternative service performance; and
to establish how alternative transit service and levels of service should be adjusted in the future to meet

community needs in a cost-effective manner.

68
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Appendix A:
King County Low Income and Minority Census Tracts (2011 Geography)
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Appendix B:
Transit Activity Centers and Regional Growth/Manufacturing Centers
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Appendix C:
Route Productivity Data
Routes that Do Not Serve the Seattle Core
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. . Peak OffPeak |~ Night
o - - Passenger Passenger Passenger
Route Descrlr;t;o“n et E E E - : E : Ry Milesi ity Mllesg/ Wity Milesi
wl S Platform Platform Platform
. . S Platf‘orm Hour Platf.orm Hour Platf.orm
Mile Mile Mile

Aline |Federal Way - Tukwila 491 135 542 “| ¢ 1767 | 394 12.7
BLline |Bellevue - Crossroads - Redmond 40.7 11.4 353 | s | 308 B3

22 Arbor Heights - Westwood Village - Alaska Junction 15.6 2.8 13.1 8

50 Alki - Columbia City - Othello Station 20.6 4.3 18.4 4.4

61 North Beach - Ballard 9 4.9

105 Renton Highlands - Renton TC 31.5 7.3 222 | B2 183 5.7

107 Renton TC - Rainier Beach 24.2 6.1 22.0 6.0 15.0 4.3

110 Tukwila Station - North Renton 12.5 0

118 Tahlequah - Vashon 14.8 225 12.8 13.4 3.1

119 Dockton - Vashon 13.4 0

128 Southcenter - Westwood Village - Admiral District 33.8 109 |- 353 120 17.2 5.8

139 Burien TC - Gregory Heights 12.0 6

140 Burien TC - Renton TC 29.6 9.0 | B3e 11.3 28.8 9.7

148 Fairwood - Renton TC 16.4 5.2 17.3 6.0 19,8 7.0

153 Kent Station - Renton TC 22.1 6.2

154 Tukwila Station - Boeing Industrial 18.4 5.3

155 Fairwood - Southcenter 18.4 5.6 19.3 6.1

156 Southcenter - SeaTac Airport - Highline CC 15.2 4.6 15,5 53 2.6

164 Green River CC - Kent Station 44.9 132 . 450 16.2 29.0 8.4

166 Kent Station - Burien TC 26.6 82 = 30.7 9.6 19.2 5.6

168 Maple Valley - Kent Station 243 73, 254 8.6 24.8 T.0

169 Kent Station - East Hill - Renton TC 37.6 108 |. 39.7 12.0 30.2 a1

173 Federal Way TC - Federal Center South m 5.9

180 Auburn - SeaTac Airport - Burien TC 32.8 Jrche 33.2 11.9 15.3 6.1

181 Twin Lakes P&R - Green River CC 28.0 84 2722 9.8 17.4 4.3

182 NE Tacoma - Federal Way TC 16.3 4.4 19.6 6.2

183 Federal Way - Kent Station 21,3 6.4 216 8.7

186 Enumclaw - Auburn Station 12.6 3.2

187 Federal Way TC - Twin Lakes 22.9 529 27.6 7.4 I85! 3.7

200 Downtown Issaquah - North Issaquah 0 13.4 3,5

201 South Mercer Island - Mercer Island P&R via Mercer Wy

203 Mercer Island P&R - Shorewood 12.3 g B

204 South Mercer island - Mercer Island P&R via Istand Crest 0

209 North Bend - Snogualamie - Issaquah B 3.5 5,3

213 Mercer Island P&R - Covenant Shores 0

221 Education Hill - Overlake - Eastgate 20.3 5.9 17.5 4.9 12.5 2.6

224 Fall City - Duvall - Redmond TC 6.9 ) 7) B 4.0

226 Eastgate - Crossroads - Bellevue 276 7.0 256 6.0 12.4 2.9

232 Duvall - Bellevue 17.7 6.1

234 Kenmore - Kirkland TC - Bellevue 22.1 8.6 19.5 7.5 14.6 5.0

235 Kingsgate - Kirkland TC - Bellevue 20.5 7.1 15.9 6.2 11.7 4.1

236 Woodinville - Totern Lake - Kirkland 8 2.4

237 Woodinville - Bellevue 20.0 8.2

238 Bothell - Totem Lake - Kirkland 12.5 3.4 13.5 4.0 B B

240 Bellevue - Newcastle - Renton 23.6 8.3 22.2 8.9 15.1 6.3

241 Eastgate - Factoria - Bellevue 16.9 4.1 16.1 3.9 0.6

242 North City - Overlake 21.3 12.3
244EX  |Kenmore - Overlake 12.4 5.0

245 Kirkland - Overlake - Factoria 24.9 7.4 24.2 7.0 16.7 4.6

246 Eastgate - Factoria - Bellevue 6 2.6 12.3 2l

248 Avondale - Redmond TC - Kirkland 21.4 5:3 19.9 4.9 13,6 Jl

249 |Overlake - South Kirkland - South Bellevue 196 4.8 134 33 W

269 Issaquah - Overlake 12.9 5.5

330 Shoreline CC - Lake City 21.3 4.7

331 Shoreline CC - Kenmore 18.9 6.7 20.8 6.7 2.9

342 Shoreline - Bellevue TC - Renton 18.7 10.2

A-4
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KING COUNTY METRO TRANSIT 2013 SERVICE GUIDELINES REPORT

Spring 2013 Threshoids Routes thal DO NOT serve Seattle Core

Bottom 25%

T Peak Off Peak. Night
e L Pagsenger Passenger Passenger
Route Desctiption | ey O | mey [TURST | meess | PO
W .| Fiadorm Platform Platform i |
S | [ PFal!u_rm Hour Platfarm Hour Platform
o . . Wil Mile_ Mile
345 |Shoreline CC - Northgate a2 g 39,2 111 18.5 6.8
346 |Aurora Village - Northgate i 2l 2 3.6 10.8 15.5 5.4
347 Mountlake Terrace - Northgate RsdE | 87| 232 7.8 2.0 6i8
348 Richmond Beach - Northgate 25 7.0 24.0 7.3 17.8 5.8
901DART |Mirror Lake - Federat Way TC 20.8 4.6 20.6 3.6 16.3 4.6
903DART |Twin Lakes - Federal Way TC 20.3 4.1 17.6
907DART |Enumclaw - Renton TC
908DART [Renton Highlands - Renton TC
909DART [Kennydale - Renton TC
910DART [North Auburn - SuperMall
913DART [Kent Station - Riverview
914DART [Kent - Kent East Hill
915DART |Enumclaw - Auburn Station
916DART [Kent - Kent East Hill
917DART |Pacific - Auburn
919DART [SE Auburn - Auburn P&R
927DART |issaquah - Lake Sammamish
930DART |Kingsgate - Redmond
931DART |Bothell - Redmond
935DART |Totem Lake - Kenmore

Off Peak

e ‘3’15-:8"“
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Routes that Serve the Seattle Core
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; = T peak | OffPeak Night
Sl i G enger .00 oo Passenger 7 | Pa er
ot | MEF i Desenrion] ML mides/ | (POPARE N mides/ | FRTESTL i) | S
s e . | iactorm | RS | plattorm | RS | plattorm |
EemeE e e e e -] Rk & o Y
. e . - Hour Mile Hour gmﬁk‘gg | o [Pl
Cline [|Westwood Village - Alaska Junction - Seattle CBD 44.2 18.7 43.5 19057 27.5 123
D Line |Ballard - Seattle Center - Seattle CBD 63.1 15.8 60.0 181 | 396 113
1 Kinnear - Seattle CBD 51.0 12,1 46.5 9.8 34.3 8.5
2 West Queen Anne - Seattle CBD - Madrona Park 49.1 11.4 45.7 9.8 29,8 6.8
3 North Queen Anne - Seattle CBD - Madrona Park 53.7 74 49.9 10.7 24.5
4 East Queen Anne - Seattle CBD - Judkins Park 53,5 112 48.4 9.9 28.3 6.3
S5EX Shoreline CC - Seattle CBD 47.7 16.5
5 Shoreline CC - Seattle CBD 56.8 17.5 49.4 14.6 37.8 118
JEX Rainier Beach - Seattle CBD 37.4
7 Rainier Beach - Seattle CBD 5149 15.7 St S 177858 34,9 10.7
8 Seattle Center - Capitol Hill - Rainier Beach 53.8 12,2 48.8 11.6 32.8 7.6
9EX Rainjer Beach - Capitol Hill 40.0 11.5 44.5 14.3
10 |capitol Hill - Seattle CBD 509 0.4 52.2 10.9 350 7.7
11 Madison Park - Seattle CBD 527 0 48,7 9.4 3814 6.5
12 Interlaken Park - Seattle CBD 506 9 38,0 6 6.4
13 Seattle Pacific University - Queen Anne - Seattle CBD 58.4 14.0 59,7 14,2 31.2 7.5
14 Mount Baker - Seattle CBD 433 46.5 9 25.8
15X |Blue Ridge - Ballard - Seattle CBD 47.4 170
16 Northgate TC - Wallingford - Seattle CBD 36.7 12.5 34,8 12.6 0 7.6
17EX  [Sunset Hill - Ballard - Seattle CBD 543 18.7 |
18EX  |North Beach - Ballard - Seattle CBD S1300|l s |
19 West Magnolia - Seattle CBD 31,5 B
21EX  |Arbor Heights - Westwood Village - Seattle CBD 36,8 15,0
Pl Arbor Heights - Westwood Village - Seattle CBD 39.7 13.5 4 10.7 0.8 7.0
24 Magnolia - Seattle CBD 44.4 13.3 8.9 10.1 0
25 Laurelhurst - University District - Seattle CBD i 6.0 4.4
26EX  |East Green Lake - Wallingford - Seattle CBD Sesl ) AT |
26 East Green Lake - Wallingford - Seattle CBD 48.5 13,1 11,1 22,6 Tul
27 Colman Park - Leschi Park - Seattle CBD 40.3 9 0 9.8
28 Whittier Heights - Ballard - Seattle CBD via Leary Av NW 50.9" 12.4 36.1 9 23.1 8
28EX Broadview - Ballard - Seattle CBD via Leary Av NW 43.4 13.8
29 Ballard - Queen Anne - Seattle CBD 40.5
30 Sand Paint - University District 28.6 23.8 5.8
31 University District - Fremont - Magnolia 35.6 8.4 30.1 7.7
32 University District - Fremont - Seattle Center 38.4 24,5
33 Discovery Park - Seattle CBD 46.7 13.6 315 8.3
36 Othello Station - Beacon Hill - Seattle CBD 45,7 51.3 13.7 27.6 7.4
37 Alaska Junction - Alki - Seattle CBD
40 Northgate TC - Ballard - Seattle CBD via Leary Av NW 41.5 13.2 37.3 12.1 28.8 10.1
41 |Lake City - Seattle CBD via Northgate 593 25.4 565 25.4 46.9 223
43 University District - Capitol Hill - Seattle CBD 589 16.0 50.4 13.1 38.6 10.5
44 Ballard - Wallingford - Montlake 62.4 16.6 50.9 12.4 34,1 9.1
47 Summit - Seattle CBD 35.5 8.0 6 8
48EX  |Mt Baker - University District - Loyal Heights 36.0 8.8
48 Mt Baker - University District - Loyal Heights 47.2 13.0 49,1 14.7 29.9 8.2
49 University District - Capitol Hilt - Seattle CBD 622 | 197 63.2 18.2 530 || 156
55 Admiral District - Alaska Junction - Seattle CBD 30.6 12.7
S6EX Alki - Seattle CBD 36.4 14.1
57 Alaska Junction - Seattle CBD 32.9 13.2
60 Westwood Village - Georgetown - Capitol Hifl 335 0.0 32,6 9 0.4 6.3
62 Ballard - Seattle Pacific University - Seattle CBD 8 4
64EX Lake City - First Hill 34,6 13.6
65 Lake City - University District 32.9 34.3 21.4
66EX Northgate TC - Eastlake - Seattle CBD 2 52:8F ]l 1BI- 40.9 13.7 27.3 8.9
67 Northgate TC - University District 40.9 12.8 539 20.6 24.6 6.7
68 Northgate TC - Ravenna - University District 39.8 B 56.5 136
70 University District - Seattle CBD e 49,5 14,8 40,0 11.5
71 Wedgwood - University District - Seattle CBD 639 | 202 57.4 19.0 44.2 145
72 Lake City - University District - Seattle CBD . 632 | 0 64.8 22,5 433 139
73 Jacksan Park - University District - Seattle CBD L9l | 2080 63.3 20.5 51.2 15.8
T4EX Sand Point - Seattle CBD o609 17
75 Northgate TC - Lake City - Seattle CBD 447 11.3 47.8 12.4 37.7 9.2
76 Wedgwood - Seattle CBD 548 184
77 North City - Seattle CBD 44.8 TGI8 ¢
82 Seattle CBD - Greenwood 12.6 4.8

A-6
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x e o — Peak OffPeak | Night
G o Passenger | o Passenges ] Passenger
Route . Description mde‘_"‘ ] I\‘:II::' Bides/ n;iii::?u §'H{d»§i -ﬁln:;e”
- Platfarm Platform ) Platform |
e Hay Rls_ltorm Hour. P.inﬁblm e Plat!w
| . i Mils Ie il Mile
83 Seattle CBD - Ravenna 7.8
84 Seattle CBD - Madison Park - Madrona
98 South Lake Union Street Car 83.4
99 International District - Waterfront 25.0
101  |Renton TC - Seattle CBD 42.9 el BN RE 281 357 | 194
102  |Fairwood - Renton TC - Seattle CBD 36.5 0T
106 Renton TC - Rainier Beach - Seattle CBD 38.9 12.1 38.4 13.7 23.7 9.2
111 Lake Kathleen - Seattle CBD 25,6 16.4
113 Shorewood - Seattle CBD 27.9 12.3
114 Renton Highlands - Seattle CBD 0 13.0
116EX |Fauntleroy Ferry - Seattle CBD g 8.6
118EX |Tahlequah - Seattle CBD via ferry 0
119eX |Dockton - Seattle CBD via ferry & g
120 |Burien TC - Westwood Village - Seattle CBD 39,5 17.8 46.8 216 | 366 175
121 Highline CC -Burien TC - Seattle CBD via 1st Av S 0.4 9.0
122 Highline CC -Burien TC - Seattle CBD via Des Moines Memorial Dr S 8 10.9
123 Burien - Seattle CBD 26.1 16.3
124 Tukwila - Georgetown - Seattle CBD 35,3 12,5 37.7 15.4 23.9 10.0
125 Westwood Village - Seattle CBD 35.8 14.5 8 12.9 0 8.9
131 Burien TC - Highland Park - Seattle CBD 40.3 168 13,1 23.6 10.6
132 Burien TC - South Park - Seattle CBD 36.3 14.8 8 12,1 0 8.8
143EX |Black Diamond - Renton TC - Seattle CBD g 14.1
150  |Kent Station - Southcenter - Seattle CBD 40.0 20,4 39.8 215 31.2 jge
152 Auburn - Seattle CBD 6.8 11.4
157 Lake Meridian - Seattle CBD 6.6 11.3
158 Kent East Hill - Seattle CBD 6 16.6
159 Timberlane - Seattle CBD 0.4 14.0
161 Lake Meridian - Seattle CBD 8.8 10.7
167 Renton - Newport Hills - University District 261 | 210
177 Federal Way - Seattle CBD 8 15.1
178 South Federal Way - Seattle CBD 24.0 16.4
179 Twin Lakes - Seattle CBD ;67
190 Redondo Heights - Seattle CBD 13.6
192 Star Lake - Seattle CBD 4 13.4
193EX |Federal Way - First Hill 24.7 16.2
197  |Twin Lakes - University District 17.8
202 South Mercer Island - Seattle CBD
205EX  |South Mercer Island - First Hill - University District
210 {ssaquah - Factoria - Seattle CBD
211EX  |lssaguah Highlands - First Hill 4
212 |Eastgate - Seattle CBD 36.0 187
214 |ssaquah - Seattle CBD 24.6 14.9
215 North Bend - Seattle CBD 13.8
216  |Sammamish - Seattle CBD 28.3 176,
217 Issaquah - Eastgate - Seattle CBD 24.5 15.7
218 Issaguah Highlands - Seattle CBD 44.5 242
243 Jackson Park - Bellevue 27.4
250 Overlake - Seattle CBD 11.9
252 Kingsgate - Seattle CBD 26,9 16.2
255 Brickyard - Kirkland TC - Seattle CBD 28.4 14.2 13.5 24.8 131
257 Brickyard - Seattle CBD 25.9 16.3
260 Finn Hill - Seattle CBD 8.6 11.1
265 Overlake - Houghton - First Hill 6.6 9.0
268 Redmond - Seattle CBD 29.5 18,8
271 Issaquah - Bellevue - University District 26.1 10.7 6 11.4 214 9.2
277 Juanita - University District 9 6
280  |Seattle CBD - Bellevue - Renton 10.9

KING COUNTY METRO TRANSIT 2013 SERVICE GUIDELINES REPORT
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~ Peak ||| Ofipeak Night
- | passenger | _ . | Passenger || Passenger’
Route - Description s B ) Tl /A Miles/ Rides/ Miles/
Ll : Platform | pattorm, | PRYOI | pravearm [ PO | pratarm
. _ : “Hour i | Hewr | Mile Haur _ Mlie

301 Aurora Village - Seattle CBD 34,5
303EX_ |Shoreline - First Hill 35.0

304 Richmond Beach - Seattle CBD 26.5
306EX |Kenmore - Seattle CBD

308 Horizon View - Seattle CBD
309EX |Kenmore - First Hill

311 Duvall - Woodinville - Seattle CBD
312EX  |Bothell - Seattle CBD 176

316 |Meridian Park - Seattle CBD i ] I 5
355EX  |Shoreline CC - Universlty District - Seattle CBD 33.2 11.3
358EX_ |Aurora Village - Seattle CBD I s23 | 2230 | st || a5 || 446 | 188
372EX |Woodinville - Lake Clty - University District 40.8 13.2 50.6 155 || 303 6.8
373EX  |Aurora Village - University Village 32,7 13.0
601EX |Seattle CBD - Group Health (Tukwila} g

Spring 2013 Thresholds Routes that serve Seattle Core Peak Off Peak Night

Bottom 25% g _
Top 25% I oar3riTiee | 5130 154 34.9 10.8
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Routes with Overcrowding
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Trips | Trips il “.mh
Standing
Sul >1.25 >1.5 .
Route Description Day for mare Recommended Action
Load | Load than 20
Factor | Factor -
min.
East Queen Anne - Seattle . .
4 CBD - Judkins Park Weekday 2 Watch - service added in fall 2013
SEX | Shoreline CC- Seattle CBD | Weekday 1 1 s inghiipsihavs
capacity
8 Seattle Center - Capitol Hill - Weekday 2 Add trip in PM Peak
Rainier Beach
8 Seatieyéener Capitoliill - § oty 1 Add trip in PM Peak
Rainier Beach
9EX Rainier Beach - Capitol Hill Weekday 2 Add trip in PM Peak
" Madison Park - Seattle CBD | Weekday 2 Add trip in AM Peak
15EX Eg’; Ridgs deallatcibeatie Weekday 2 1 Add trip in PM Peak
Northgate TC - Wallingford - Watch - Larger coaches have been
B Seattle CBD ) 2 assigned
176X Sunset Hill - Ballard - Seattle Weekday ) Add trip in PM and edge of PM
CBD Peak
North Beach - Ballard - Watch - surrounding trips have
{652 Seattle CBD SHEEKaay ! capacity
East Green Lake - Wallingford .
26 ~Seattle CBD Weekday 1 Add trip in AM Peak
Broadview - Ballard - Seattle Add trip in AM Peak & watch PM
28EX CBD via Leary Av NW Weekday 2 ! Peak trips
University District - Fremont - .
32 Seattle Center Weekday 1 Assign larger coach
Northgate TC - Ballard - e
40 Seattle CBD via Leary Av NW Weekday 3 3 Add trip in PM Peak
M Lake City - Seattle CBD via Weekday 5 Watch - surrounding trips have
Northgate capacity
Aa Ballard - Wallingford - Weekday A Watch - surrounding trips have
Montlake capacity
Northgate TC - Eastlake - e
66EX Seattle CBD Weekday 3 Add trip in AM and PM Peak
67 Nprthgate TC - University Weekday 5 Add trip in AM Peak & assign larger
District coach
68 Northga?te TC - Ravenna - Weekday 7 1 Add trip in AM Peak & assign larger
University District coach
70 ggl[;/ersny Digfiie: -EEagiE Weekday 2 Assign larger coach
Wedgwood - University —
Al District - Seattle CBD Weekday 1 Add trip in AM Peak
Wedgwood - University Watch - surrounding trips have
7l District - Seattle CBD Saturday : capacity

KING COUNTY METRO TRANSIT 2013 SERVICE GUIDELINES REPORT
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; s Trips with
Trips Trips B
Standing
i >1.25 | >15 r
Route Description Day for more Recommended Action
Load | Load
than 20
Factor | Factor :
min.
Lake City - University District Watch - surrounding trips have
. - Seattle CBD Sy i capacity
Jackson Park - University .
73 District - Seattle CBD Weekday 2 2 Add trip in PM Peak
Jackson Park - University Watch - surrounding trips have
B District - Seattle CBD Sallieay 2 capacity
Jackson Park - University Watch - surrounding trips have
73 District - Seattle CBD ey ! capacity
T4EX Sand Point - Seattle CBD Weekday 1 Add trip in PM Peak
Northgate TC - Lake City - .
75 Seattle CBD Weekday 2 Add trip in PM Peak
101 Renton TC - Seattle CBD Weekday 1 2 Add trip in AM Peak

Southcenter - Westwood .
128 Village - Admiral District Weekday 1 Add trip to edge of PM Peak

Burien TC - Highland Park -

131 Seattle CBD Weekday 1 Add trip in PM Peak
Burien TC - South Park - o
132 Seattle CBD Weekday 1 Add trip in PM Peak
Black Diamond - Renton TC - .
143EX Seattle CBD Weekday 3 Add trip in AM and PM Peak
159 | Timberlane - Seattle CBD | Weekday 1 g R R T 3R I
capacity
164 Green River CC - Kent Station | Weekday ] Add trip in midday
179 Twin Lakes - Seattle CBD Weekday 1 Add trip in AM Peak
193EX Federal Way - First Hill Weekday 1 Watch SIS g ETE
capacity
197 T\{vm.Lakes - University Weekday 1 Watch - surrounding trips have
District capacity
218 Issaquah Highlands - Seattle Weekday ) 7 Watch - fall 2013 1-90 service
CBD restructure
240 Bellevue - Newcastle - Renton| Weekday 2 A I AEINRCSS CIRNEICos
of PM Peak
252 Kingsgate - Seattle CBD Weekday 1 Watch wSUOIngIpEhale
capacity
303EX Shoreline - First Hill Weekday 1 Add trip in PM Peak
346 Aurora Village - Northgate Weekday 1 Add trip in AM Peak
Woodinville - Lake City - o
372EX University District Weekday 2 Add trip in AM Peak
D Line Bl stseatiie Sl e Weekday 1 Add trip in PM peak

Seattle CBD
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Appendix E:

Routes with Poor Reliability
“-" indicates that it meets the guideline

o All-Day | PM % | Saturday | Sunday i
Route on ; Action Taken
Bescriptl - % Late | Late | % lLate | % Late
1| Kinnear - Seattle CBD . : 24% 29, | Service investment - 100
hours
No action at this time.
7 \I;\;er;t Queen Anne - Seattle CBD - Madrona ) i 4% ) Investment in September
2013
4 East Queen Anne - Seattle CBD - Judkins Park - - 24% - Ezgrlsce EESHENE S0
7 Rainier Beach - Seattle CBD - - 20% bl esimEs S
hours
8 | Seattle Center - Capitol Hill - Rainier Beach % | 42% 23% 20% f‘zru"r'sce U
10 | Capitol Hill - Seattle CBD . : 22% s RO
hours
11 | Madison Park - Seattle CBD 23% - 22% 22% ;Zruvr'sce LVESmEREEEE
14 | Mount Baker - Seattle CBD 24% : , 230 | Serviceinvestment- 350
hours
16 | Northgate TC - Wallingford - Seattle CBD 2% | 40% | 24% 29% ;i’u"r'sce nvestment - 1300
176X | Sunset Hill - Ballard - Seattle CBD 1% | 47% iiru"r'sce nvestment - 250
18EX | North Beach - Ballard - Seattle CBD 20% : aELVr';e investment - 230
21EX Arbor Heights - Westwood Village - Seattle 26% 1% . ) Service investment - 400
CBD hours
Arbor Heights - Westwood Village - Seattle Service investment - 50
21 - - 20% -
(BD hours
24 | Magnolia - Seattle CBD 28% . 24% Servicelinestments 160
hours
25 Laurelhurst - University District - Seattle CBD 26% 45% rS]gruvrlSce InVestmenissl
26 | East Green Lake - Wallingford - Seattle CBD 21% : 27% ; E‘;L"r';e IngestmEE. 350
27 | Colman Park - Leschi Park - Seattle CBD 21% . 34% 30% azm:e Ivesiments: 450
J8EX Broadview - Ballard - Seattle CBD via Leary Av 20% i ) i Service investment - 250
NW hours
)8 Whittier Heights - Ballard - Seattle CBD via 26% i 250 ] Service investment - 600
Leary Av NW hours
29 | Ballard - Queen Anne - Seattle CBD 26% | 39% . ;EL"(’;Q LU
31 University District - Fremont - Magnolia 24% - - EELV:S(Q [pfEStEe EO0
32 University District - Fremont - Seattle Center 21% - - izalr':e LESERne 228
33 | Discovery Park - Seattle CBD . 36% 28% 25% ii;"r'sce U CEtmEn 980
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o All-Day ?M % | Saturday | Sunday .
Route D Sl 1% o Action Taken
) ESCfIPtEGU % Late | Late | %Llate | % Late
40 Northgate TC - Ballard - Seattle CBD via Leary 250 30% Service investment - 500
Av NW hours
41 | Lake City - Seattle CBD via Northgate 2% | 39% : f]‘f)ru"r':e (EESSEENH = 1500
48 Mt Baker - University District - Loyal Heights - - 24% 24% EZLVr'Sce investment - 300
55 | Admiral District - Alaska Junction - Seattle CBD|  28% | 47% pervice Investment- 400
SG6EX | Alki - Seattle CBD 28% | 53% service investment - 400
hours
57 | Alaska Junction - Seattle CBD 37% | 67% . service investment - 300
hours
60 | Westwood Village - Georgetown - Capitol Hill : 23% }S}zr[:/:Sce iSESEt =108
No action at this time.
66EX | Northgate TC - Eastlake - Seattle CBD 25% - Investment in September
2013
7 Wedgwood - University District - Seattle CBD 26% 3% Service investment - 450
via |-5 hours
Wedgwood - University District - Seattle CBD Service investment - 400
71 . 31% -
via Eastlake E hours
72 Lake City - University District - Seattle CBD via 5% 37% 27% Service investment - 500
I-5 hours
Lake City - University District - Seattle CBD via Service investment - 50
72 21%
Eastlake E hours
73 | Jackson Park - University District - Seattle CBD |  21% | 42% |  22% . aiz"r'sce EESHnEnie £28
74EX | Sand Point - Seattle CBD 29% | 57% : e SIS =
hours
76 | wedgwood - Seattle CBD 2% | 36% LR R oY
hours
77 | North City - Seattle CBD 2% | 40% : Ee“"ce Ui
ours
101 | Renton TC - Seattle CBD : - 26% 20, | Service investment - 130
hours
114 Renton Highlands - Seattle CBD 29% : ;ZLVrlsce nvestment - 250
119EX | Dockton - Seattle CBD via ferry 30% : : Service investment - 250
hours
120 Burien TC - Westwood Village - Seattle CBD - - 23% 21% f]zruvrlsce ESHMEH0
124 | Tukwila - Georgetown - Seattle CBD 30% | 39% | 33% 22% f]f)'u"r'sce MESIME1E50
Southcenter - Westwood Village - Admiral Service investment - 500
128 - 23% - -
District hours
131 | Burien TC - Highland Park - Seattle CBD 31% 31% f}i;vr‘;e investment- 1500
132 | Burien TC - South Park - Seattle CBD 20% . 26% izmsce InvesmEn 320
143EX | Black Diamond - Renton TC - Seattle CBD 24% s , zZL":e Investmenti- 250
No action at this time.
155 Fairwood - Southcenter - - 27% - Changed to DART in
September 2013

A-12
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n All-Day | PM % | Saturday | Sunday .
Route tion ction Taken
O % Late | Late | %Late | % Late A
157 | Lake Meridian - Seattle CBD 22% : : e WVCSHEy =as0
hours
166 | Kent Station - Burien TC 21% : - e Vet S0
hours
169 | Kent Station - East Hill - Renton TC 2% | 36% z : zf)'u":e investment - 400
173 Federal Way TC - Federal Center South 20% - - ;ZLvrlsce investment - 250
177 | Federal Way - Seattle CBD 22% : Service investment - 250
hours
178 South Federal Way - Seattle CBD 38% 41% - EZB/:SCE IESMEnEYI00
179 | Twin Lakes - Seattle CBD 26% : Senceliives mEntirZD
hours
No action at this time.
181 Twin Lakes P&R - Green River CC 24% - Investment in September
2013
182 | NE Tacoma - Federal Way TC - 22% SEISIVESME i)
hours
190 | Redondo Heights - Seattle CBD 23% - EIVICENVESEE 20
hours
202 | South Mercer Island - Seattle CBD 26% | 42% f\i'u"rfe EStmEni=eis
221 | Education Hill - Overlake - Eastgate 2% | 4% | 23% . f]ZLVr';e LESINEnP 020
. No action at this time.
N i 0 0 ) 2
224 Fall City - Duvall - Redmond TC 39% 46% Revised in September 2013
232 | Duvall - Bellevue 21% 2 - S visSvESmEnyE 220
hours
237 | Woodinville - Bellevue 30% | 39% e 0
hours
241 | Eastgate - Factoria - Bellevue 38% - e e 00
hours
242 | North City - Overlake 20% DERICEIMIESIMENIES0
hours
243 Jackson Park - Bellevue 21% 40% - service investment - 250
hours
245 | Kirkland - Overlake - Factoria S - 22% St SEHESIM NS
hours
No action at this time.
246 Eastgate - Factoria - Bellevue 36% - Reduced in September
2013
257 | Brickyard - Seattle CBD 22% - SElceL IVESHIENE-*250
hours
277 Juanita - University District 21% SEiflice] TESSEERE = 250
hours
280 | Seattle CBD - Bellevue - Renton 25% SENICS] VST 20
hours
- No action at this time.
. - 0,
31 Duvall - Woodinville - Seattle CBD 30% Revised in September 2013
316 | Meridian Park - Seattle CBD 23% S IESHTIENE = 220

hours

KING COUNTY METRO TRANSIT 2013 SERVICE GUIDELINES REPORT
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S o :AII-:Day PM % | Saturday | Sunday
. 1D . n Ac

Route r :Descn ption % Late | Late | %Late | %Late tion Taken

No action at this time.
330 | Shoreline CC - Lake City 21% - - - Added service in

September 2013

355EX | Shoreline CC - University District - Seattle CBD |  27% | 46% ;z:]"r'sce investment 300
No action at this time.

358EX | Aurora Village - Seattle CBD - = 24% 22% Investment in September
2013

372EX | Woodinville - Lake City - University District 24% E‘iruv:e INEESHMEN 1690

601EX | Seattle CBD - Group Health (Tukwila) 43% . - ;Zrl;’r':e SEStment 5230
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Peak Route Analysis Results
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g Ridership Travel Time
A Alternative :
Route Description Route(s)* >= 90% of | >= 20% faster
! alternative | than alternative
5EX Shoreline CC - Seattle CBD 5 No No
7EX Rainier Beach - Seattle CBD 7 No Yes
15EX Blue Ridge - Ballard - Seattle CBD D Line Yes Yes
17EX Sunset Hill - Ballard - Seattle CBD 61to D Line Yes Yes
18EX North Beach - Ballard - Seattle CBD 40 to D Line Yes No
19 West Magnolia - Seattle CBD 24 No Yes
21EX Arbor Heights - Westwood Village - Seattle CBD 21 Yes Yes
26EX East Green Lake - Wallingford - Seattle CBD 26 Yes No
28EX Broadview - Ballard - Seattle CBD via Leary Av NW 28 Yes Yes
29 Ballard - Queen Anne - Seattle CBD 7 Yes Yes
37 Alaska Junction - Alki - Seattle CBD None Yes Yes
48EX Mt Baker - University District - Loyal Heights 48 Yes No
55 Admiral District - Alaska Junction - Seattle CBD 50/128 to 673 No No
56EX Alki - Seattle CBD 50 to C Line No Yes
57 Alaska Junction - Seattle CBD 56 Yes No
62 Ballard - Seattle Pacific University - Seattle CBD 40 No No
64EX Lake City - First Hill 76 to 3/4 No Yes
74EX Sand Point - Seattle CBD 30to 71/72/73 No No
76 Wedgwood - Seattle CBD 71 No No
77 North City - Seattle CBD 73 No Yes
102 Fairwood - Renton TC - Seattle CBD 148 to 101 Yes No
110 Tukwila Station - North Renton 140 to 240/560/566 No Yes
m Lake Kathleen - Seattle CBD None Yes Yes
13 Shorewood - Seattle CBD None Yes Yes
114 Renton Highlands - Seattle CBD 240 to 212 Yes Yes
116EX Fauntleroy Ferry - Seattle CBD C Line to 21 No Yes
118EX Tahlequah - Seattle CBD via ferry 118 to 116EX Yes Yes
119EX Dockton - Seattle CBD via ferry 119 to 116EX Yes Yes
121 Highline CC -Burien TC - Seattle CBD via 1st Av § 166 to 120 No Yes
122 &ig::i)rl?alcgr—lzurien TC - Seattle CBD via Des Moines 156 to Link Yes Yes
123 Burien - Seattle CBD 139t0 121/122 No No
143EX Black Diamond - Renton TC - Seattle CBD None Yes Yes
152 Auburn - Seattle CBD None No Yes
153 Kent Station - Renton TC Included in corridor analysis
154 Tukwila Station - Boeing Industrial 140 to 124 No Yes
157 Lake Meridian - Seattle CBD None Yes Yes
158 Kent East Hill - Seattle CBD None Yes Yes

KING COUNTY METRQ TRANSIT 2013 SERVICE GUIDELINES REPORT
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. ; Ridership Travel Time
Route Description A:: g {ts‘)‘f.e ~= 90% of | >= 20% faster
alternative | than alternative
159 Timberlane - Seattle CBD 164/168 to Sounder No No
161 Lake Meridian - Seattle CBD 169 to 101/150 No Yes
167 Renton - Newport Hills - University District 560 to 271 Yes Yes
173 Federal Way TC - Federal Center South Ato 124 No Yes
177 Federal Way - Seattle CBD 577 No No
178 South Federal Way - Seattle CBD 182 to 577 No No
179 Twin Lakes - Seattle CBD 181 to 577 No No
190 Redondo Heights - Seattle CBD 574 to Link Yes Yes
192 Star Lake - Seattle CBD 574 to Link Yes Yes
193EX Federal Way - First Hill None Yes Yes
197 Twin Lakes - University District 181t0 577 t0 71,72,73 No Yes
201 South Mercer Island - Mercer Island P&R via Mercer Wy None Yes Yes
202 South Mercer Island - Seattle CBD 205 to 550 No No
205EX South Mercer Island - First Hill - University District 202 to 71/72/73 No No
210 Issaquah - Factoria - Seattle CBD 241 to 550 No Yes
21EX Issaguah Highlands - First Hill 210/212/550/554 to 3 No No
212 Eastgate - Seattle CBD 554 No No
214 Issaquah - Seattle CBD 554 No No
215 North Bend - Seattle CBD 209 to 214 Yes No
216 Sammamish - Seattle CBD 269 to 218 No No
217 Issaquah - Eastgate - Seattle CBD 554 to 200/269/972 No Yes
218 Issaquah Highlands - Seattle CBD 554 Yes Yes
232 Duvall - Bellevue 248 to 545 No Yes
237 Woodinville - Bellevue 311 to 532/535 No Yes
242 North City - Overlake 540 Yes Yes
243 Jackson Park - Bellevue 372 to 271 No Yes
244EX Kenmore - Overlake None No Yes
250 Overlake - Seattle CBD 249 to 545 No No
252 Kingsgate - Seattle CBD 255 Yes Yes
257 Brickyard - Seattle CBD 238 t0 255 Yes Yes
260 Finn Hill - Seattle CBD 234 10 255 No No
265 Overlake - Houghton - First Hill 245 to 255/260 No Yes
268 Redmond - Seattle CBD 545 No Yes
269 Issaquah - Overlake Included in corridor analysis
277 Juanita - University District 23510540 Yes Yes
301 Aurora Village - Seattle CBD 358 No Yes
303EX Shoreline - First Hilt None Yes Yes
304 Richmond Beach - Seattle CBD 348 t03350;, 3314: to 41, No Yes
306EX Kenmore - Seattle CBD 522 No No
308 | Horizon View - Seattle CBD =0 23’0562/3727'7306' No No

A-16

KING COUNTY METRO TRANSIT 2013 SERVICE GUIDELINES REPORT




14068

Shoreline CC - Lake City

342 Shoreline - Bellevue TC - Renton

None

No

Included in corridor analysis

) Ridership Travel Time
o Alternative :

Route Description Route(s)* >= 90% of | >= 20% faster

alternative | than alternative
309EX Kenmore - First Hill 312103 No Yes
3N Duvall - Woodinville - Seattle CBD 232 to 545/522 Yes Yes
312EX Bothell - Seattle CBD 522 Yes No
316 Meridian Park - Seattle CBD 16 Yes Yes

Yes

601EX Seattle CBD - Group Health (Tukwila)

Shoreline CC - University District - Seattle CBD

None

Yes

Included in corridor analysis

Yes

913DART | Kent Station - Riverview
930DART Kingsgate - Redmond

* Alternative routes must serve at least 50% of riders on the peak-only route.

KING COUNTY METRO TRANSIT 2013 SERVICE GUIDELINES REPORT
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Appendix G
2013 Corridor Changes
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Seventeen corridors had changes between 2012 and 2013. These changes were made to ensure that the corridor
analysis most accurately reflects the pathways served by Metro. Seven corridors were revised to accurately reflect
the network that was restructured around the C and D Lines. One corridor was removed as two preexisting corridors
cover the pathway. Six corridors were revised to provide better connections to activity centers. Three pathways were
revised in their routings, but not activity center endpoints. These adjustments affect the corridor analysis because
they affect the number of households and jobs within /2 mile of stops along the corridors.

; 33 Major Route Major Route
Corridor | Revision iln 2012 i{1 5013
2 Nollolnger connects to downtown Seattle; Revised to connect to SODO 56 50
activity center
10 Revised to reflect RapidRide alignment 15/18 D
12 Revised to end at Ballard activity center; Revised pathway 17 40
17 Revised pathway in White Center area to connect to Westwood Village 120 120
18 Revised pathway in south Seattle and SODO 131 131
19 Revised pathway in SODO 132 132
20 Extended to Westwood Village activity center 60 60
39 Revised to end at Westwood Village activity center 21 21
7 Nonlo'nger connects to downtown Seattle; Revised to connect to SODO 39 50
activity center

80 Revised pathway in Redmond 221 221
90 Revised pathway in Richmond Beach 348 348
99 Revised pathway in SODO 124 124
100 Extended to Highline Community College activity center 156 156
107 Revised pathway in U District 25 25
m Revised to reflect RapidRide alignment 54 C
112 Extended to Westwood Village activity center 125 125
13 Deleted - Corridors 18 and 20 cover this previous corridor 23 n/a
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Appendix H;
Corridors that Changed Target Service Level from 2012 to 2013
Corridor Major 201.2 2013 Service Reasons for Change
Between And Service ; s
Number Route Level (Simplified)
Level
1 Admiral District § Tukwila o 128 Local Very Frequent | Higher demand -
| Land use threshold changes;
9 Ballard Northgate 40 Local | Very Frequent | higher demand; corridor
| - | modified ]
| | | E
| 12 | Ballard Seattle CBD 40 Frequent Very Frequent L?nd js CyFshofdichanges;
| | higher demand
| E— — — ! I —
14 Bellevue Eastgate 271 Frequent Very Frequent | oS, BhsLanc IS S iold
| - | changes -
[ 16 Bellevue Renton 240 Local Frequent [ Land use threshold changes
| 18 | Burien Seattle CBD 131 Frequent Very Frequent More jobs; Land use threshold
| - | T changes
| More jobs; Land use threshold
27 Eastgate Bellevue 241 Hourly Frequent changes; Higher percentage of
! | boardings in low-income areas
| - 1 iohe:
28 Eastgate Bellevue 246 Hourly | Local | DI Ol LA [REEIEEhold
! | | | changes
L 37 | Green River CC Kent 164 | Frequent ' Very Frequent | Higher demand
| | Land use threshold changes;
! 39 Westwood Vlllage Seattle CBD 21 Local Very Frequent H'ghef percentage N
| boardings in low-income and
| minority areas
45 | Kenmore U. District 372EX | Frequent Very Frequent | More households and jobs
49 | Kent Maple Valley 168 | Local _ Frequent _L_and use threshold changes
l Land use threshold changes;
50 Kent Renton 169 Local Frequent | Higher percentage of
boardings in low-income areas
. More households; Land use
53 Kirkland Bellevue | 234/235 | Freque?t Very Frequent | threshold changes
54 Kirkland Factoria 245 Frequent Very Frequent ' Land use threshold changes
58 Laurelhurst U. District 25 Hourly Local | 1ol sl ] ke S
| threshold changes
62 Mercer Island S Mercer Island 204 Hourly Local : Higher demand
| .
64 Mount Baker Station | Seattle CBD 14S Frequent Very Frequent | More e s
threshold changes
65 Mountlake Terrace Northgate 347 Frequent Local : Higher demand
71 Othello Station SODO 50 Local ~ Frequent | Higher demand
72 Overlake P&R Bellevue 226 Local Very Frequent | Land use threshold changes
73 Overlake Bel@/ue 249 Hourly Local | Land use threshold changes
| More households; Land use
79 Rainier Beach Station | Capitol Hill 9EX Frequent Very Frequent | threshold changes; Activity
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| center connection

A-19




14068

Corridor Major 201.2\ | 2013 Service Reasons for Change
Between And : Service | e
Number Route Level (Simplified)
Level
80 Redmond Eastgate 221 Hourly Local Lan'd . U Cha.nge5;
| b L i . Acilviy center connection
81 Redmond | Totem Lake 930DART | Local Frequent  Land use threshold changes
86 Renton [ Seattle CBD 106 Frequent Very Frequent | Land use threshold changes
1 - §liSala A : ——
92 Sand Point U. District 30 Local Frequent o oo o
i B | B I S| Wliies threshold change
94 | Shoreline CC Northgate 345 | Frequent | VeryFrequent | Land use threshold changes
95 Shoreline CC Lake City 330 Hourly local Land use threshold changes
96 Shoreline CC Greenwood 5 Local Frequent Higher de@d -
99 Tukwila Seattle CBD 124 Frequent Very Frequent | Land use threshold changes
107 U. District Seattle CBD 25 | local | Frequent More households and jobs
109 Bothell (UWB/CCC) Kirkland 238 Hourly | local Land use threshold changes |
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Appendix I:
2013 Service Changes
Month Route Description of Change Type:

February C Line Added two morning and two afternoon trips and adjusted schedules. Added trips
Revised southbound afternoon and evening trips to serve Arbor Heights ) .

February ol before ending at Westwood Village. RECIEEEting

February 22 Extended span of service to Arbor Heights by one hour. Added trips

February 24 Extended span of service by one hour. Added trips

February 1 ReV|sgd pathways during emergency tunnel closures and when the Revised routing
DSTT is closed.

February 42 Deleted route. Deleted route

February 55 Added two morning and two afternoon trips and adjusted schedules. Added trips

ey 7 Revxsgd pathways during emergency tunnel closures and when the e
DSTT is closed.

T J1T1EX tCrci):verted the local trip departing from IDS at 6:49 p.m. to an express Added trips; reduced trips

Febia 72 Rewsgd pathways during emergency tunnel closures and when the Ve oG
DSTT is closed.

FEBRIET 73 Rewsgd pathways during emergency tunnel closures and when the Reyisediauting
DSTT is closed.

Eebray 7 ReVISgd pathways during emergency tunnel closures and when the SR TG
DSTT is closed.

February 76 Rewsgd pathways during emergency tunnel closures and when the Revised routing
DSTT is closed.

February 77 ReV|sgd pathways during emergency tunnel closures and when the T
DSTT is closed.

February 82 Shifted outbound service to operate along 3rd Avenue. Revised routing
Revised SODO/Georgetown service to return back to normal routing . .

ReDilay = with the completion of the Airport Way S/Argo Bridge. RevEeaieuting

February 120 Added two morning and two afternoon trips and adjusted schedules. Added trips
Revised SODO/Georgetown service to return back to normal routing ) .

hEbiiay = with the completion of the Airport Way S/Argo Bridge. Revised routing

February 140 Revised routing on last evening trips. Revised routing

P 152 Revised routing to use the SODO Busway between S Lander Street and Revised routing
S Spokane Street.

AR, 212 \I)/Ivg)clhﬂed the PM inbound routing to use Virginia Street instead of Olive Ravisedionlhg

February 216 Deleted service at Eastgate Freeway Station in the afternoon, Revised routing

Ry 217 Modified the PM inbound routing to use Virginia Street instead of Olive Revised routing
Way.

February 316 Rewsgd pathways during emergency tunnel closures and when the Revised routing
DSTT is closed.

R 913DART Revised to operate one-way counter-clockwise loop to/from S 240th REY RIS Hing
Street,

lune C Line Afjded one early morning trip connecting to Route 560 at Westwood Added trips
Village.

June Cline Revised headway of AM Peak inbound trips. Revised schedule
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Farmers Market.

Month Route Description of Change Type
June D Line Revised headway of AM Peak inbound trips. Revised schedule
June 7 Revised staging location for night owl operations, Revised routing
June 36 Revised staging location and first stop for night owl operations. Revised routing
June 49 Revised staging location and first stop for night owl operations. Revised routing

Provided an earlier afternoon trip to the Genesee Hill neighborhood
June 56/57 from downtown Seattle by converting the Route 56 3:28 p.m. triptoa | Added trips/Reduced trips
Route 57 trip.
June 82 Revised staging location and first stop for night owl operations. Revised routing
June 83 Revised staging location and first stop for night owl operations. Revised routing
June 84 Revised staging location and first stop for night owl operations. Revised routing
June 120 Revised staging location and first stop for night owl operations. Revised routing
June 124 Revised staging location and first stop for night owl operations. Revised routing
June 240 D€|e'.(9:d 12 weekday trips that were funded by an expiring Regional Reduced trips
Mobility Grant.
June 280 Revised staging location and first stop for night owl operations. Revised routing
September 2 Adjusted schedule to improve reliability Adjusted schedule
September 3 Added 1 AM outhound trip. Added trips
September 4 Added 1 Early AM outbound trip. Added trips
September 5 Added 2 Saturday trips funded by the City of Seattle Added trips
September 10 Added 7 Saturday trips and 12 Sunday trips funded by the City of Added trips
Seattle
September 16 Added 1 Early PM inbound trip. Added trips
Established new routing, stops and layover locations in downtown .
September 16 Seattle due to seawall project and bored tunnel construction. e
September 21 Added 1 Saturday trip funded by the City of Seattle Added trips
SEFEmbeT 2 Expandec}/adwsjed routing to provide more convenient service for Added trips
Arbor Heights riders.
September 30 Revised the evening and weekend turn around (live-loop) in Sand Point.| Added trips
STEmBe 40 Addeq 2 weekday trips, 2 Saturday trips, and 2 Sunday trips funded by Added trips
the City of Seattle
Added 2 weekday trips, 11 Saturday trips, and 2 Sunday trips funded by .
September 4 the City of Seattle Added trips
September 44 Added 3 PM outbound trips. Revised routing
September 48/48EX Converted the first afternoon express trip into a local trip. Revised routing
SERIEmET 48 Addgd 1 weekday trip, 3 Saturday trips, and 5 Sunday trips funded by Revised routing
the City of Seattle
September 49 Adjusted trip times on Saturday and Sunday nights funded by the City Added trips
of Seattle
September 60 Added 1 AM inbound trip. Added trips; reduced trips
September 66EX Adjusted schedule to improve reliability. Added trips
Established new routing, stops and layover locations in downtown .
SEREEILES g6EX Seattle due to seawall project and bored tunnel construction. AgIIStETECEtlle
september 70 Revised layover on Saturdays to accomodate the University District Ryiseiioulig
Farmers Market.
September 71 Revised layover on Saturdays to accomodate the University District PeviSEalfaning
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Month Route Description of Change Type
SERTembe 72 Revised layover on Saturdays to accomodate the University District Revised routing
Farmers Market.
Sertemiser 73 Revised layover on Saturdays to accomodate the University District Resisedniouing
Farmers Market.
September 99 Established new routing, stops and layover locations in downtown Revised routin
P Seattle due to seawall project and bored tunnel construction. 9
September 110 Revised schedules to maintain connections with Sounder. Revised routing
September 120 Addefi 3 weekday trips, 8 Saturday trips, and 2 Sunday trips funded by Revised schedule
the City of Seattle.
September 139 Deleted the first AM trip on weekdays departing Burien TC Reduced trips
September 140 Extended Route 140 to Boeing and the Landing. Revised routing
September 150 Adjusted schedule to improve reliability Adjusted schedule
September 152 Eliminated 1 AM and 1 PM trip due to poorly performing service. Reduced trips
September 154 Revised schedules to maintain connections with Sounder. Revised schedule
September |155/906DART Con.verted R.oute 155 to d_|a|-a-r|de transit service (906DART) with a Added new route, deleted
flexible service area in Fairwood. route
September 156 Removed the through-route with Route 155. Revised routing
September 169 Revised terminal to relieve crowding at Renton Transit Center, Revised routing
September 180 Revised schedules to maintain connections with Sounder. Revised schedule
September 181 Adjusted schedule to improve reliability Adjusted schedule
September 186 Revised schedules to maintain connections with Sounder, Revised schedule
SEpfembe 187 Eliminated 2 evening trips departing Federal Way Transit Center on REd e
weekdays.
September 208 Created new route between Issaquah and Snoqualmie Ridge. Added new route
Reduced service to 3 AM inbound trips and 3 PM outbound trips. Reduced trios: revised
September 209 Revised routing to eliminate the deviation onto Boalch Avenue NW and — P
NW 14th Street. g
Revised route to serve Eastgate Park-and-Ride Lower Platform in the
September 210 morning peak period and Eastgate Freeway Station in the afternoon Revised routing
peak period.
Revised route to serve Eastgate Freeway Station and bypass stops at
September 21 Eastgate Park-and-Ride Lower Platform, Richards Road and the South Revised routing
Bellevue Park-and-Ride.
Eliminated four AM trips and four PM trips. During the morning peak
September 212 period, the combination of Route 210 and 212 maintains the existing Reduced trips
number of trips at Eastgate Park-and-Ride Lower Platform.
Added 2 AM and 3 PM trips to off-set the loss of Route 215 at Issaquah
September 214 Transit Center. Also truncated 7 AM and 7 PM Route 214 trips at the Added trips; reduced trips
Issaquah Transit Center.
September 215 Revised the routing to bypass Issaquah Transit Center. Revised routing
Revised routing to serve Issaquah Highlands Park-and-Ride and re- . .
SEpEmOEY b establish the afternoon stop at Eastgate Freeway Station. SV SEIEutg
Converted 5 AM and 9 PM Route 218 trips to new Route 219 trips,
September 218 which will follow the same path as Route 218 and continue north to Added trips; reduced trips
serve Sammamish.
Geptember 219 Created a new route that follows the same path as Route 216 between A e

SR 202 and Sahalee Way.
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Month Route Description of Change Type

September 221 Eliminated 1 PM northbound and 1 PM southbound trip. Reduced trips
Eliminated the route segment between Duvall and Fall City, improved Revised routing: added

September 224 the frequency on the remaining route between Duvall and Redmond, trios 9
and revised the routing in Redmond Ridge. P

September 246 Reduced service to hourly during the peak periods. Reduced trips

September 249 Reduced midday service to 45-60 minute frequency. Reduced trips

September 250 Eliminated 2 AM and 2 PM frips. Reduced trips

September 311 Eliminated the segment between Duvall and Woodinville. Revised routing

September 330 Revnsgd schedule to match Shoreline Community College class start and Revised schedule
end times.

September 331 Revnsgd schedule to match Shoreline Community College class start and Revised schedule
end times.

September 358 Added trips in Saturday PM. Added trips

September 629 Added contracted shuttle route between Duvall and North Bend. Added new route

September | 909DART Revised routing to operate further east to Renton Technical College and REFISERIBNG
the Renton Housing Authority.

September | 910DART Revised schedules to maintain connections with Sounder. Revised schedule

September 913DART Revised schedules to maintain connections with Sounder. Revised schedule
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Appendix J:
Information and Data Sources

Information sources

This report is based on information collected from many sources. Ridership and reliability information is gathered
by computers on Metro buses. The automated vehicle location (AVL) system on all Metro buses gathers data about
bus locations that we use to track on-time performance. An automatic passenger counter (APC) system, installed
on some Metro buses, provides ridership data. For this report, we used ridership and service information from the
spring 2013 service change, between February 16 and June 7, 2013. We used reliability information for a longer
time period — between October 2012 and May 2013.

Metro uses the most current and complete data available at the time the report is produced. However, there are
[imitations to the data. One key consideration when using Metro's ridership data is:

= Ridership data is a sample - APC sampling rates are a consistent data issue. Only about 18% of Metro’s
non-RapidRide trips are currently being observed on any given day. Trip and route level data do not include
adjustments that are made when estimating system-wide ridership and are prone to more sampling variance.
Saturday and Sunday ridership data is also prone to more sampling variance because there are fewer days that
a trip could be sampled. Metro has begun to outfit all new buses with APC equipment starting in 2013 and this
issue will diminish over time.

Considerations specific to this year's report include:

= Upgrades to the Automated Passenger Counting (APC) System - As part of Metro’s onboard system
project, Metro upgraded APC hardware and software from a signpost based system to a GPS-based system.
While Metro continued to collect ridership data during the conversion process using both the legacy and GPS
based system, some routes were not sampled adequately throughout the transition. This gap in the data
resulted in both under and over counting of route level ridership in 2012 and 2013. Additionally, the GPS
equipment is more sensitive and captures slightly more boardings than the legacy equipment. This data is
adjusted, and when aggregated to an annual system wide basis the ridership information is reliable. However,
at the trip, route, period or service change level ridership data is less reliable, especially as a comparison to
2012 when the APC transition was underway.

= Changes to where some trips are considered to begin or end — In 2012, Metro adjusted the point or
location where a through-route partner arriving in downtown changes its number to that of the departing
through-route partner. This procedural change has resulted in a small, but sometimes noticeable shift in
ridership between paired routes.

= No Ride Free Area - With the elimination of the downtown Seattle Ride Free Area and implementation of
“pay as you board” fare collection, fewer rides within downtown Seattle are expected. The elimination of the
downtown Seattle Ride Free Area and switch to "pay on entry” fare collection should reduce ridership on all-
day, two-way routes more than one-way commuter services.

Data sources

There are several types of changes that can affect total platform hours on a route, and not all of those changes
necessarily affect the level of service or number of trips. Different changes that affected route platform hours
displayed in this appendix between 2012 and 2013 include:

= Adding or eliminating trips — Metro made many changes to service between Spring 2012 and Spring 2013,
including the large restructure of service in Fall 2012 around the RapidRide C and D lines.

* Ending the Ride Free Area — Ending the Ride Free Area in Fall 2012 caused changes to how long it takes
buses to travel in downtown Seattle. To prepare, Metro added hours to some routes to account for longer travel
times even on routes that did not have any new trips.
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Restructuring service — Shortening or lengthening a route affects platform hours. Revisions to where a bus
operates such as changing the pathway a bus operates on through downtown Seattle or rerouting for a long-
term construction project can also affect how many hours it takes to operate a route.

Investments for reliability — Investments to improve reliability often affect platform hours without impacting
the number of trips. This type of investment includes changes such as adding more time to a schedule in an area
that has become more congested, adding more recovery or break time between trips to allow buses to get back
on schedule, or connecting trips together in a different way.

Routine scheduling changes and scheduling efficiencies — With over 12,000 trips operating on an average
weekday, there are sometimes opportunities to connect trips or routes together in a different way to be more
efficient or to operate more reliably. Scheduling adjustments such as hooking trips together in a different way,
adjusting run times, changing recovery time, or moving routes between operating bases can change hours
without changing service levels. In 2010 and 2011 Metro implemented scheduling efficiencies to reduce hours
without changing the number of trips by changing run times, reducing breaks between trips, and scheduling
trips differently. On a smaller scale there is an ongoing and continued effort to continue making schedules more
efficient that results in shifting hours on some routes each year.
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Appendix K:
Route-level Ridership (weekday average, Spring 2012 and Spring 2013)

The table below contains weekday ridership and platform hour changes between 2012 and 2013 for all routes in the
system. This list includes numerous custom bus routes which are excluded from the route analysis provided in this
report. Weekday ridership has been rounded to the nearest 100, except where the weekday ridership is below 50

passengers. " — " indicates that the route did not operate during that period, therefore no weekday rides or platform
hours exist.
Weekda} Weekday 4l Yiekday Wegkdayz - Change
Route Rides in Rides in .Cha‘nge : Pl.arferrn PIatfngezz in Platform
2012 2013 in Ridles Hours in Hoursin i
- 2012 2013
1 2,600 2,300 (300) 57 48 (9)
2 5,700 5,700 0 121 127 6
2EX 900 (900) 23 - (23)
3 7,000 6,700 (300) 132 136 4
4 5,400 5,300 (100) 111 112 1
5 7,300 8,000 700 163 153 (9)
7 11,800 12,900 1,100 242 247 5
7EX 300 400 100 12 12
8 9,000 10,300 1,300 200 209 8
9 2,700 2,700 0 62 65 3
10 4,100 4,400 300 88 88 0
11 4,000 3,200 (800) 69 64 (4)
12 4,300 3,500 (800) 85 76 (9)
13 2,900 3,200 300 61 61 0
14 4,400 2,700 (1,700) 96 66 (30)
15 5,000 - (5,000) 96 = (96)
15EX 1,200 1,000 (200) 24 20 (4)
16 5,100 5,200 100 146 155 9
17 2,500 {2,500) 69 (69)
17EX 500 700 200 14 14 0
18 4,100 - (4,100) 89 (89)
18EX 800 1,000 200 19 19 0
19 300 300 0 9 9 0
21 2,200 3,800 1,600 80 1M1 31
21EX 1,000 1,000 0 33 28 (4)
22 1,700 200 (1,500) 61 16 {45)
23 2,300 - (2,300) 62 (62)
24 1,800 2,300 500 67 61 (6)
25 800 500 (300) 36 27 9)
26 2,700 2,700 0 68 73 6
26EX 700 800 100 15 15 0
27 1,400 1,400 0 39 39 0
28 3,800 2,800 (1,000) 81 72 9)
28EX 1,100 1,200 100 24 28 4
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L Weekday Weekday . WESHO Wyeckday Change
Route | Ridesin Rides in C ha.ngg gP laﬁor{n Plaﬁ_or!_n in Platform
~ 2012 5013 in Rides E:Hours in Hours in Hbrs
2012 2013 '
29 1,300 1,300 33 33
30 2,800 1,300 {1,500) 91 49 (42)
31 1,200 1,800 600 48 52 4
32 = 2,600 2,600 12 72
33 1,800 1,800 0 44 45 1
34 200 (200) 8 (8)
35 <50 : (< 50) 3 3)
36 10,800 10,600 (200) 205 232 27
37 300 200 (100) 17 11 (7)
38 100 (100) 8 (8)
39 1,500 - (1,500) 53 - (53)
40 7,900 7,900 - 202 202
41 9,600 10,400 800 182 180 (2)
42 100 - (100) 8 - (8)
43 6,800 7,900 1,100 139 147 8
44 6,400 7,100 700 131 133 2
45 200 (200) 7 )
46 300 (300) 16 (16)
47 800 800 26 26
48 11,300 11,500 200 256 249 (8)
49 7,200 8,500 1,300 132 136 4
50 2,000 2,000 109 109
51 200 - (200) 14 - (14)
53 100 (100) 8 - (8)
54 4,700 (4,700) 153 (153)
54EX 500 (500) 18 (18)
55 2,100 700 (1,400) 85 22 (63)
56 2,000 800 (1,200) 69 21 (48)
57 300 300 0 12 10 (2)
60 4,800 5,100 300 140 154 14
61 300 300 35 35
62 = 300 300 - 17 17
64 700 800 100 23 22 0
65 2,700 3,000 300 81 91 10
66 3,000 3,400 400 78 76 (2)
67 1,500 1,700 200 32 42 10
68 2,000 2,300 300 39 47 8
70 4,400 4,700 300 101 101 0
71 4,800 5,000 200 84 86 2
72 4,400 4,900 500 76 80 5
73 5,800 6,600 800 98 96 (2)
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Weekday

Weekday

W_e Ekd.ay ;W.E-Ekd.a Yol Change Platform Platform ! Chgha
Route Rides in Rides in H N in Platform
2012 2013 in Rides Hoursin |  Hoursin Hours
= 2012 2013
74 1,200 1,400 200 21 23 1
75 5,700 4,500 (1,200) 154 97 (57)
76 900 1,100 200 22 20 (2)
17 900 1,100 200 24 24 0
79 200 - (200) 10 (10)
81 <50 (< 50) 3 3)
82 100 < 50 (100) 3 3 0
83 100 100 0 3 3 0
84 <50 < 50 0 4 4 0
85 <50 - (< 50) 4 (4
99 900 400 (500) 27 16 (11)
101 4,900 5,000 100 106 107 1
102 900 900 0 24 24 0
105 1,100 1,100 0 38 38 0
106 5,200 5,100 (100) 134 136 2
107 1,400 1,500 100 61 63 2
110 200 200 0 13 13 0
111 900 900 0 36 35
113 300 300 0 12 12 0
114 400 400 0 17 17 0
116 300 500 200 21 26 5
118 400 500 100 31 3l 1
118EX 100 200 100 9 9 0
119 200 200 0 15 13 (2)
119EX 100 100 0 5 5 0
120 8,300 8,600 300 195 206 11
121 1,200 1,000 (200) 46 47 1
122 600 600 0 21 26 5
123 300 300 0 14 12 (2)
124 3,700 3,300 {400) 99 95 (4)
125 1,800 1,800 0 73 56 (17)
128 3,700 4,400 700 104 134 31
129 100 (100) 6 (6)
131 1,400 2,900 1,500 63 82 18
132 2,400 3,100 700 81 99 18
133 300 (300) 14 - (14)
134 200 (200) 15 - (15)
139 200 200 0 16 15
140 3,500 3,500 0 115 114
143 600 600 0 27 27
148 600 600 0 37 38
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Weekday

Weekday

Weekda Weekda Change
Route Rides irty Ridéé_‘lhg .Cha‘n ge Pla:t!?@ Plaﬁar!n in Plaﬂirm
2012 2013 | in Rides Hours in Hours in Horils
: 2012 2013

150 7,300 7,100 (200) 181 184 4
152 300 300 0 20 20

153 400 400 0 20 20 0
154 100 200 100 9 9 0
155 400 400 0 22 22 0
156 400 1,000 600 37 71 35
157 200 200 0 15 15 0
158 600 600 0 26 26 0
159 500 500 0 23 23 0
161 400 400 0 22 22 0
162 200 - {200) 9 (9)
164 2,000 2,100 100 48 47

166 1,600 2,200 600 55 79 23
167 400 400 0 16 16 0
168 1,500 1,700 200 68 68

169 2,900 3,000 100 74 78 4
173 100 100 0 6 6 0
175 200 (200) 16 - (16)
177 1,100 700 (400) 50 29 (1)
178 700 700 29 29
179 600 700 100 29 29 1
180 4,200 4,600 400 137 149 12
181 2,300 2,200 (100) 80 81 1
182 500 500 28 29 0
183 700 700 34 34 0
186 200 200 19 20 1
187 400 500 100 21 21 0
190 400 400 0 19 18 0
192 200 300 100 12 12 0
193 700 700 0 28 27 0
196 300 (300) 23 (23)
197 700 800 100 38 38 0
200 400 400 0 34 34 0
201 < 50 < 50 0 2 2 0
202 200 200 0 16 15

203 100 100 0 8 8 0
204 100 100 0 11 11 0
205 200 200 0 13 12 0
209 300 300 0 34 33

210 200 200 0 16 15

211 300 400 100 26 26

212 2,400 2,400 0 51 67 16
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Weekday

Weekday

'Wgede:‘ y W"eekd.a y Change Platform Platform ; Chgnge
Route Rides in Rides in ey ! - in Platform
2012 2013 in Rides Hours in Hours in Hotire
2012 2013

213 < 50 <50 0 1 1 0
214 700 800 100 34 34 0
215 500 600 100 25 24

216 600 700 100 24 24 0
217 200 200 0 8 8 0
218 1,800 2,000 200 42 44 3
219 100 (100) 10 (10)
221 1,200 1,500 300 82 82 0
224 100 100 0 19 20 0
226 1,200 1,600 400 65 61 (4)
232 300 400 100 22 21

234 1,100 1,500 400 72 12 0
235 900 1,100 200 66 66 0
236 500 500 0 59 59 0
237 100 100 0 5 5 0
238 800 900 100 69 72 3
240 2,300 2,600 300 115 115 0
241 600 700 100 43 41 (3)
242 400 500 100 22 22 0
243 200 200 0 8 8 0
244 200 200 0 17 18 1
245 3,000 3,700 700 156 156 0
246 400 500 100 40 41 1
248 900 1,100 200 56 56 0
249 900 1,200 300 69 69 0
250 400 400 0 19 19 0
252 700 600 (100) 24 24

255 5,900 6,100 200 219 218

257 500 500 0 23 21 3)
260 200 200 0 12 11 0
265 500 600 100 27 36

268 300 400 100 15 14

269 500 600 100 49 48

271 5,900 6,000 100 224 223 (2)
277 200 300 100 18 19 0
280 < 50 100 100 3 4 1
301 1,700 1,600 (100} 40 48 7
303 1,100 1,300 200 31 38 7
304 400 400 0 15 16 1
306 600 400 (200) 17 19 2
308 200 200 0 9 9 0
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Weekday

Weekday

W.eekd.ay W;ggkd'ay Change Platform Platform . Ghange
Route Rides in Rides in AR " : in Platform
5612 5013 in Rides Hours in Hours in e
2012 2013 '
309 300 200 (100) 11 14 3
31 1,000 1,100 100 50 51 2
312 1,500 2,000 500 56 54 (2)
316 800 1,000 200 16 17 0
330 300 300 0 12 14 2
331 1,000 1,100 100 54 54 0
342 300 300 0 17 16 0
345 1,300 1,500 200 36 36 0
346 1,400 1,600 200 43 43 0
347 1,300 1,300 0 56 56 0
348 1,200 1,300 100 56 56 0
355 900 1,000 100 29 29 0
358 10,400 12,000 1,600 222 222 1
372 3,800 5,300 1,500 120 124 3
373 900 900 0 30 29
600 100 (100) 6 (6)
601 - < 50 <50 5 5
671 8,400 8,700 300 180 179
672 5,900 6,100 200 164 164 0
673 7,000 7,000 169 169
674 8,800 8,800 156 156
773 100 100 0 15 8 (8)
775 100 100 0 9 5 (3)
821 100 (100) 2 (2)
822 100 (100) 2 (2)
823 100 100 0 2 2 0
824 100 100 0 2 2 0
885 < 50 (< 50) 2 (2)
886 < 50 - (< 50) 1
887 % 100 100 2 2
888 100 100 0 2 3 0
889 100 100 0 2 2 0
890 < 50 (< 50) 2 )
891 100 100 0 3 3 0
892 100 100 0 3 2 0
893 < 50 100 100 2 2 0
901 300 400 100 19 19 0
903 500 500 0 28 28 0
907 100 100 0 19 19 0
908 100 100 0 10 10 0
909 100 100 0 14 14 0
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Weiekday Weekday ek ay ieekiay Change
Route Rides in Rides in lChap o Plaﬁm.m Pl’atfor.rn in Platform
2012 2013 in Rides I-Iqurs in Hours in Al
\ 2012 2013

910 100 100 0 9 9 0
912 < 50 (< 50) 11 (11)
913 200 200 0 13 13 0
914 200 200 0 10 10 0
915 100 100 0 7 7 0
916 200 200 0 11 11 0
917 200 200 0 14 14 0
919 100 100 0 8 8 0
925 <50 (< 50) 10 (10)
927 100 100 0 21 21 0
930 100 100 0 13 13 0
931 300 300 0 39 39 0
935 200 100 (100) 34 19 (15)
952 300 300 0 25 25 0
980 < 50 < 50 0 2 2 0
981 < 50 < 50 0 2 2 0
982 100 100 0 4 3

983 < 50 < 50 0 2 2 0
984 <50 <50 0 2 1 0
986 100 100 0 3 3 0
987 100 100 0 3 3 0
988 100 100 0 3 3 0
989 100 100 0 3 4 1
994 100 100 0 3 3 0
995 <50 100 100 3 3 1
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Appendix L: Corridor Anal.ysis of All-Day Network: Step One
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1 |Admiral District Sputhcenter California Ave SW, Military Rd. TIBS 128 1018 2 946 2 69% 5 52% Q Yag 5 Q 14 30 30 0
2 [Alki 000 Alaska Junction 50 1214 4 1993 4 176 ] 17% a Yer E Q 13 30 30 0
3 [Auburn Burien Kent. SeaTac 180 570 [ 1248 2 75% 3 5% 5 Q Yes 10 22 15 30 30
4 [Auburn/GRCC Federal Way 15th 5t 5W, Laa Hill id 181 585 g 1189 2 25% 0 Aans 1) 0 Yes 10 12 30 30 a
5 |Aurora Village Seattle CBD Aurora Ave N 35BEX 2237 6 8233 8 42% 0 28% g Tou 5 0 19 | Yes % 15 15 15
6 JAurors Village Northgate Meridian Av N 346 1099 2 2548 4 99% El 52% 0 You ] 0 16 30 30 0
7 |Avondaic Kirkland NE 85th St, NE Redmond Wy, Avondale Wy NE 248 1154 2 1453 4 73% 5 31% Q Yes 5 0 16 30 30 0
8 |Bolard U. District Green Lake, Greenwood 48N 2321 6 8366 g 84 0 29%, 0 Yes 5 Q 1% 15 30 30
g |Bilard Northzate Holman Road, Northgate &0 1968 6 3372 [ 14% 0 S1% ] 1] You i L] 15 30 30
10 | Baliard Seattle CBD 15th Ave W B74 3204 10 12205 10 0% 0 25% 0 ] Vag 10 3G | Yes <15 15 15
11 [Ballard U. District Wallingford {N 45th St} 44 2379 5 13714 10 16% 0 30% ] 1) Yes 10 26 15 15 30
12 [Ballard Seattle CBD Ballard/Interbay MIC, Fremont, South Lake Union 40 3157 10 20346 10 1% C 22% 0 [1] Yes 10 30 15 15 30
13 | Beacon Hill Seattle CBD Bear=n Ave 36 2327 6 12564 10 93% 5 68% 5 o 0 26 15 15 30
14 | Belteyue Eastpate Lake Hills Connectar 271 747 2 6349 8 98% 5 B1% 5 Vel 5 Q 25 15 15 30
15 | Bellevue Redmond NE 8th St, 156th Ave NE G672 1281 4 3334 6 83% 5 Q0% 0 o Yes 10 25 | Yes <15 15 15
16 | Bellevue Renton Newcastle, Factoria 240 953 2 2752 4 90% 5 697 3 Yes s 0 21 15 30 30
17 |Burien Seattle CBD Delridge, Ambaum 120 1280 4 5465 6 70% 5 63% 5 a Yeu 10 30 15 15 30
18 | Burien Seattle CBD 1st Ave S, South Park, Airport Wy 131 1334 4 8360 8 70% 5 81% 5 Yes 5 0 27 15 15 30
18 |Burien Seattle CBD Des Moines Mem Dr, South Park 132 1153 2 7825 B 69% 5] 100% 5 ) Ye&g 10 30 15 15 30
20 | Capitol Hill White Center South Park, Georgetown, Beacon Hill, First Hill 60 1486 4 4187 6 S0% 5 75% 5. 0 Yes 10 30 15 15 30
21 {Capitol HHll Seattle CBD 15th Ave E 10 5462 10 19041 10 0% 0 87% 5 a o = || 15 15 30
22 |Capital Hill Seattle CBD Madison St 12 4647 10 39044 10 24%, [ 87% 5 o Yeoi 1 35 15 15 30
23 {Central District Seattle CBD E lefferson St 35145 4255 10 31852 10 67% 5 100% 5 Yes 5 o 35 =1 15 15 30
24 [Colman Park Seattle CRD Lesehi, Yasler 7 2936 8 19013 10 B85% 5 56% a o a 23 15 30 30
25 |Cowen Park Seattle CBD University Way, |-5 73 2167 6 20677 10 71% 5 100% 5 0 el 10 36 15 15 30
2 | Discovery Park Scattle CBD Gilman Ave W, 22nd Ave W, Thorndyke Av W 33 2783 8 12854 10 0% 0 21% 0 2 a 13 30 30 0
27 |Eastgate Bellevue Newport Wy, S. Bellevue, 112th 241 948 2 6826 8 80% S 63% 5 o a 20 15 30 30
28 |Eastonts Bellevue Somerset, Factoria, Woodridge 208 933 2 6100 8 91% 5 34% 0 0 '] 5 20 30 0
2_ Eastgnte Overlake Phantom Lake 25 82 2 2944 4 40% 0 22% o 0 [t] [ GO 60 Q
30 Auburn Auburn Wy S, SR 164 186/91504RT 207 o 373 0 43% 4] 32% S Yes 5] 2] 10 30 30 a
31 [Esirwend Renton 5 Puget Dr, Royal Hills 148 721 2 674 2 100% 5 35% 0 Yes 5 o 14 30 30 a
32 |Federal Way SeaTac 5R-99 &71 784 2 22398 4 100% 5 4% 5 0 Yes 10 25 | Yes =15 15 15
33 |Federal Way Kent Military Road 183 810 2 662 2 97% 5 71% 3 0 Yaz 10 24 15 30 30
34 | Fremont Seattle CBD Daxtor Ave N 26/28 4248 10 24782 10 0% ) 5% ] 0 Yes 10 30 15 15 30
35 |Fremont U, District N 40th St 32 2142 6 25828 10 T 0 A6 o Yes S: 0 21 15 30 30
36 | Fremont Whittier Hts Bth Av NW, 3rd Av NW 28 1401 4 1544 4 oR '] % ] 0 0 8 60 60 0
37 |Green River CC Hent 132nd Ave SE 164 931 2 1815 i 43% a 33% 0 Yes 5 C 11 30 30 0
38 |Greenwood Saattle CRD freenwood Ave N 5] 3607 10 12962 1 0% a 23% 2] Yes 5 Q 25 15 15 30
39 | High Point Sontthe CED 35th Ave SW 21 1850 & 2354 B GE% 5 68% 5. Yes 5 0 29 15 15 30
= e
| Threshoid | Points | Threshold | Points | Threshotd | Points | Threshold | Points| Threshald | Pointi| Threshold | Points Levels Po;n;sﬁt’gim Points
> 3000 10 > 10250 10 >=51% 5 >=60% : Yes 5 Yes 10 15| 19-40| 25-40 -
> 2400 8 > 5500 B DART 53% s DART 47% >4 No ol No 0 30| 10-18 | 10-24 | 15-20
> 1800 6 > 3000 6 < 51N o < 60% Q0 60 0-9 09 0-18
> 1200 [ >1400 1
> &0 1 > 500 2
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(continued) Corridor Analysis of All-Day Network

- Step One

T b :‘::x
‘Canpettions L Lige - Broductivity “Boicial Equity « 1 Vakie « Puifay | kT s
e
5 z
« = o £
E ] = 2 3
3 E 2 z = 2 z s2 2l )
2 3 g o Sl 2 E 2 3 i g 2 |22l 2 | 8|8 = | 2 [lls
2 BETWEEN AND via = S z = 2 5] z z S S z RS =z G (|1 = z 5
g S 3 S 3 e z e z g = e |s35| 2| &% <1 sl =
- 3 g 5 = 3 : 2g 2l
3 I Y b3 b
S & =) = 5
bt = 2
= =
79 |Rainier Beach Capitol HIll Rainier Ave SEX 2341 6 5476 6 96% 5! 81% 5 Yes 5 0 Fid i3 15 30
80 |Redmond Eastgate 148th Ave, Crossroads, Bellevue College pril 750 2 2140 4 B4% 5 45% 0 Yes S 0 16 | a0 30 Q
81 |Redmond Totem Lake Willows Road S30DART 685 2 2885 4 68% 5 12% 0 0 Yes 10 Z1 15 30 30
82 |Redmond FEIT_CE\‘/ Duvall, Carnation 274 158 0 236 a 36% 0 17% [ Yes 5 [ - 60 H0 0
B3 |Renton Burien 5 154th St 140 513 0 1503 4 97% 5 100% 5 0 Yes 10 24 | Yes <15 15 15
B4 [Renton Seattle CBD MLK Jr Wy, I-5 101 B 2 6362 8 94% 5) 100% 5 0 Yes 10 30 15 15 30
ES [Renton Rainier Beach West Hil, Bainler View 107 a7 2 518 24 100% 5 94% 5 0 o] 14 30 3o o
£ |Renton Seattle CBD Skyway, S. Beacon Hill 106 1085 r Gad2 8 92% 5 80% S Yes 5 0 25 15 15 o
&7 |Renton Renton Highlands | NE 4th St, Union Ave NE 105 1215 4 2747 4 98% 5 90% 5 Yes S 0 23 15 30 a0
a1 | Rienton Enumclaw Maple Valley, Black Diamond 907DART 183 o 243 [ 144 0 19% 0 Yes 5 0 5 60 G0 1]
B9 | Renton Highlands Rentan MNETth 5L Edmonds Av NE SOBDART 854 2 94 I % 5 77% 5 0 0 14 30 30 o
90 | Richmond Beich Morthgate Richmond Bch Rd, 15th Ave NE 348 1370 4 1237 1 S 5 52% 0 Yes 5 0 16 30 30 [t}
91 |3 Yauhan M Vashon Valley Center 118 EL o ] o 0% a 0% 0 0 0 0 60 60 o
g |5l|‘|ﬂ Print L. District NE 55th St 30 1556 6 13731 16 13% 0 74% S 0 0 21 15 30 30
93 |shoreline L. District Jackson Park, 15th Av NE 373EX 1148 2 5700 L 100% 5 49% 0 [ 0 15 30 30 o
54 |Sh0?![|n! o Northgate N 130th St, Meridian Av N 345 1233 4 A0LT B 63% 5 64% 5 Yes 5 Q 25 15 15 30
35 |Shorline £€ Lake City N 155th St, Jackson Park 330 13484 4 2141 + 28% 4] 14% Q Yes 5 o 13 30 30 ]
Gl Hre £0 Gr d Gr d Av N S 1833 5 2529 4 12% 0 38% Q Yes S 0 15 30 30 ]
a7 [Totem Lake Seattle CBD Kirkland, SR-520 255 1138 i SE34 8 0% 0 4% ] 0 Yes 10 20 15 30 a0
38 [Totem Lake Kirkland Kingsgate 238 392 i 1155 2 27% 0 54% 0 Yes 5 0 9 ) 6O a
48 | Tukwila Seattle CBD Pacific Wy 5, 4th Ave S 124 1213 a4 H564 a 90% 5 85% 5 0 Yes 10 32 15 15 30
100 Tukwila Des Moines. McMicken Heights, Sea-Tac 156 L) b S65 2 93% 5 76% 5 [ Yes 10 22 15 an an
101 Tukwila Fairwood 5 180th St, Carr Road 15% 385 a 1201 2 100% 5 20% 0 Yes 5 0 12 L 30 ]
10Z} Twin Lakes Federal Way SW Campus Dr, 1st Ave § JOIOART e 2 1174 Z 96% 5 86% 5 0 Q 14 30 Elr] a
103] Twin Lakes Federal Way 5 320th St 187 T4 2 593 2 59% 5 59% 0 Q 0 0] 60 5 o
104} U. District Seattle CBD Eastlake, Fairview 73 3142 10 30737 i 40% C 89% 5 O Yes 10 35 15 15 30
105{L. Cistrict Seattle CBD Broadway 49 334 1a 18372 10 45% 0 77% 5 0 Yes 10 35 15 15 )
106}, Dhgtrict Bellevue SR-520 271 883 2 11765 10 76% S 52% 0 0 Yes 10 27 15 15 E]
107 LI, District Seattle CBD Lakeview 25 1538 B Pk 10 27% 0 71% 5 0 0 23 1= 30 30
I08jUW Botheil Redmond Woadinville, Cottage Lake 931DART 348 g 1084 2 6% 0 23% [¢] Yes 5 Q / &0 &0 o
108} UW Bothell/CCC Kirkland 132nd Ave NE, Lk Wash Voch Tech 238 874 2 1873 4 0% 0 27% 0 Yes 5 0 11 30 0 il
110{Wedgwood Cowen Park View Ridge, NE 65th St Tl 1382 4 432 o 0% 0 23% 0 Q 0 4 B0 0 o
111{West Seattle Seattle CBD Fauntleroy, Alaska Junction 673 #1235 & 8268 8 15% [ 15% 0 Yes 5. [ 18 [VYes <15 15
113 White Center Seattle CBD 16th Ave SW, SSCC 135 Lt 2 4444 ) 94% 5 15% 0 Yes 5| 0 18 0 0 a
e . g
Threshald | o : Threshold | Paints | Threshold | Palnts Levels|Paints | Boints [Palnts
> 3000 10 > 10250 10 >=51% 5 >=60% 5 15 | 19-40 | 25-40 =
> 2400 8 > 5500 8 DART 53% 5 DART 47% 5 30| 10-18| 10-24 | 19-40
> 1800 6 > 3000 6 <51% 0 < 60% o Ho 1] No o 60 0-2 0-9 0-18
> 1200 4 > 1400 4"
> 6500 2 =500 Z

890¥ L
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Corridor Analysis of All-Day Network:

Step Two and Final Suggested Service Levels

Q 2 Loads st Lead-Based TR et Cost Recavery-Based AT : o
Connectlons Preliminary Service Level | . Service Level Night Service Additions Final Target Service Levels and Family
/ Preliminary Service Level tmprovements EE
Service Level Improvements Improvements e
= — T
& N - e
o z bl I o =
g .08 |z |2 H
3 £ 25| 2 |8 |8 g
z 3 % 0.2« = |22| 2 |28|5¢8 2| R <
2 BETWEEN AND via = Z g i s = g 3 £ g 5 |68| 2 |z3|c2|%|¢8|38 E & & 2
= 5 = £ & £ = | £ B = < z |z & |E5|22| = | & | = el x| z =
b3 2 =} o o S ZZ - PP ) o o ©
= 3 SE| 3 |¢o < o =
g N S e é -
1S3 & = = ol 3
< = o a o ]
2 8 1° |2 s
ez o
1 |Admirs! Destrict Fouthcenter California Ave SW, Military Rd, TIES 128 0.77 0.84 1 1 41% 27% 0 0O Q 0 30 30 30 1 1 0 Very Frequent
2 |Alki 5000 Alaska Junction 50 0.89 0.47 1 0 25% 14% 0 0 a 0 G0 30 30 1 Q 13 Freglent
3 |Auburm Burien K&nt, SeaTac 180 0.42 0.87 0 1 13% 26% 0 ] 0 60 60 30 30 [ 1 o wary Fraguent
A | Auburn/GRCC Fedoral Way 15th St SW, Lea Hill Rd 181 0.55 0.54 0 0 23% 21% 0 0 o] 60 30 ] 30 1] i) 0 Local
5 |Aurcra Vilage Sesttla CRD Aurorn Ave N 358EX 1.09 0.77 1 T 53% 47% 1 0 o o 30 30 30 1 1 o Very Frequent
& _|Autara Village Naorihgate Meridian Av N 346 0.70 0.69 Q o] 50% 27% Q 0 1] 4] &0 ] 50 o o [+] Local
T dal K NE 85th St, NE Redmond Wy, Avondale Wy NE 248 0.30 0.27 o] 0 17% 15% o a L] Q 30 ] 30 o o Q Locak
8 |Eallard L), Dhgtrict Green Lake, Greenwood 48N 119 1,48 1 1 57% 76% 1 1 1 o 30 30 3 1 1 I Very Frequent
9 |Ballard HNorthgate Holman Road, Northgate 40 0.97 122 1 1 50% 58% a 1 [ B0 30 30 EN 1 T [ Very Frequent
_‘]g_ Baltari Seatthe CTED 15th Ave W 674 1.00 1.25 1 1 51% 69% 1 1 a B0 30 30 a0 1 1 a Very Frequent
| 11 |Ballsrd Ll District Wallingford (N 45th St} 44 1.26 0.57 1 Q 63% 39% i o 1 GO0 30 20 30 1 Q 1 Very Frequent
12 | Ballard Seaitie CHO Ballard/Interbay MIC, Fremont, South Lake Union 40 0.97 0.61 1 0 33% 29% a 1] o 0] 30 30 30 1 0 0 Very Freguent
13 | Beacon Hill Seattie CED Beacon Ave 36 L71 1.05 2 T 103% | 5%% 2 1 1 a 30 1o 30 r4 1 1 Very Frequent
14 |Bellevue Eastgate Lake Hills Connector 271 0.44 0.29 0 0 16% 10% 9 0 0 o B0 30 3 ] 2] o Very Frequent
15 | Bellevue Redmond NE 8th St 156th Ave NE 672 0.66 0.54 (] [} 49% | 27% 0 0 4] 60 30 30 El 0 L] 0 Very Frequent
16 | Believue Rentan , FEctaria 240 0.17 0.58 G Q 10% 17% a 0 0 Q BO 30 an i) a o Frequent fa
17 |Burien Sealtin CEO Delridge, Ambaum 120 158 0.63 Z 0 89% 36% 1 a 0 =) 30 30 gl Z 0 o Very Frequent oy
18 |Burizn Saattie CED 1st Ave S. South Park, Airport Wy 131 0.42 0.29 Q o] 24% 13% 0 0 o] 0 30 ag 30 ] o o Very Frequent
18 | Burien Seattle GBB Des Moines Mem Dr, South Park 132 0.52 0.35 0 ] 22% 11% Q 0 [ 60 60 EL an Q 0 o Very Frequent |
20 | Capitol Hill White Centor South Park, Georgetown, Beacon Hill, First Hill 60 072 0.57 3] 0 30% 19% [ a0 Q 60 60 30 an ] a a Very Freguent
Capitol Hill Seattls CBD 15th Ave £ 10 143 0.69 1 0 115% | 40% 2 0 o o] 30 30 30 2 a 0 Very Freguent
[ £ Capital Hill Smatthy CBD Madlsan St 12 1.13 0.52 1 0 114% | 29% 2 0 0 60 B g 30 2 o o Very Freguent
Central Dlstriet Seatthe CBD E leffersan St 35/4S 1.54 161 2 2 81% 72% 1 1 1 o an 30 gl F 2 1 Very Frequent
Colmian Park |Seattle CRD Lezchi, Yesier %l 0.80 0.54 1 0 24% 25% 0 0 0 0 60 30 E] T o 1] Frequent
Cowen Fark Susttle CBD University Way, I-5 73 180 169 2 2 105% | 92% 2 1 LT &0 HlA 30 30 2 2 Q Very Freguent
Discovery Park Leattls CBD Gilman Ave W, 22nd Ave W, Thorndvke Av W 33 1.38 0.47 d Q 57% 24% T o) 0 ] 30 30 30 1 0 Q Freguent
Z7 |Eantzatn ' Newport Wy . S. Bellevue, 112th 241 0.13 0.18 Q 0 7% 1% o o a [4] 0 30 i o 0 o Fraquant
28 |Eastgate Somerset, Factoria, Woodridge 246 021 012 0 o % 5% ] O e 0 WA 0 o a a 4] Local
25 |E Overlake Phantom lake 226 045 0.38 ol o 33% I L 0 0 0 o o 0 0 0 Hourly
30 [Enumclaw Auburn Auburn Wy S, SR 164 186/915DART 0.51 0.18 0 0 % Elil 1] o NJA ] A L] Q0 o] 0 0 30 30 o] Local
31 |Fairwood Renton S Puget Dr, Roval Hills 148 0.47 037 o ] 0% 13% 15% [4] ] o 0 60 0 60 [ Q 0 30 30 60 Loca!
37 |Federal Way SmaTac SR-99 671 063 0.75 ] 1 Ao Lol g a o o 50 30 30 30 Q L 0 <15 jrat fé 15 Very Freguent
33 | Federal Way Kent Military Road 183 637 | 0.2 [ a 1% | B WA 0 0 N/A 60 N/A 30 30 0 0 0 15 a0 |l 30 | Frequent
34 | Framont Seattle CBD Dexter Ave N 26/28 140 070 1 a BB 2H%, ey 1 0 1 60 30 30 30 1 Q 1 <15 15 15 Very Frequent
35 | Fremont . District N 40th St 32 119 L56 1 2 3% A6 N/A 1 1 N/A 0 N/A 30 30 1 2 0 < 15 [N<i15| 30 Very Freguent
36 |Fremont Whittier Hts Bth Av NW, 3rd Av NW 28 L49 .70 ] &% 8% 18% 1 0 0 0 30 Q 30 1 o] 0 30 30 Local
37 | Green River CC Kent 132nd Ave SE 164 +5:1] 078 1 Sa% | 35% 22% 1 0 0 0 30 30 30 1 1 [ 15 15 30 Very Frequent
38 [Greenwood Seattle CBD Greenwood Ave N 5 Li3 G.55 a 4 3a% 29% 0 0 0 [o] 30 30 30 1 0 [ <15 15 30 Very Frequent
39 |High Point Seattle CBD 35th Ave SW 21 0,54 .51 a 32% 25Y% 16% [ 0 0 0 30 30 30 0 0 0 15 15 30 Very Freguent
E ﬁ i
F ?‘:w e P—— * Load Factor and Cost Recovery servica level
W 0 3 Ty improvements move the preliminary levels of service up )
or two levels, e g a load factor or cost recovery service
L azs 1 1 >= 500, 1 1 L 1jevel improvement of 2 changes a 30 min, service to <15 or
>=33% ] = = 1 60 min, service to 15, etc, A cost recovery >8% warrants
>= 16% = = 130minfso min night service, >16%% warrants 30 min,
>= B% = 60 min
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(continued) Corridor Analysis of All-Day Network: Step Two and Final Suggested Service Levels

. E E § : E g ‘9 : . Lo?df 2t mwn‘“‘ o Cost Recuv“er":’ ;K& [ Rec‘o\/erwBased . . N Service Level 4 X .
o Lonnectiohs sl Preliminary Serdcslavell | et Roae ) Seryice Leve) Night Service Additions Final Target Service Levels and Family
S s T Preliminary Service Level | e s s Improvements s
.1 Ee\‘r_\gc\‘e Level:: | Impravemants lmprovemgnts_ o G
z i ol
o 3 il el
S 21 = z | 5
< 5 |8 = z
g o 22| 218 |2 5
2 3 U -2 VRN -2 BRI -2 RN VR -2 e e R R B I A - | £ ¢ B
e BETWEEN AND via s S le | Sl |e|g| & | E|&)| 8|28 2|2z|82]5]8]|3 I £
= o a = =~ T a = = & s = Z =z z Td|lgE| & I = o = S ]
a 2 s} [=} ] Qo g g 2 5 Al s w» s} (=] g
g = s3]l 8 |e |2 =
g 2 12§ |2 E
SEFIERE g
g o e
40 {Issaguah Eastgate Newport Way avl 0,31 029 o o 11% 10% 8% 0 0 o] 0 60 Q 60 0 [ 0 Lozal
41 |lssaquah Overlake Bear Creek 54, 0,38 N/A Q N/A 16% N/A N/A Q N/A N/A 4] N/A Q 0 0 Q 4] Lozal
42 |!ssaquah North Bend Fall City, Snagualmie 309 077 07 o 0 6% 8% N/A 0 [ N/A Q N/A 0 0 0 0 0 Hourly
43 |Kenmore Kirkiznd Juanita 134 0,55 0.38 0 0 18% 15% 6% o] Qo 0 Q a 0 a Q 0 [
44 {Kenmore Sharefing Lake Forest Park, Aurora Village TC 331 122 1,10 1 1 30% 32% 7% 0 Q 0 [ 0 0 0 I 1 0
45 |Kenmore U, District Lake Forest Park, Lake City 372EX 114 0.89 1 1 41% 33% 12% 0 0 0 Q 60 30 30 L 1 2] Very Freguant
46 |Kenmore Totem Lake Finn Hill, Juanita FISDART C.40 N/A Q0 N/A 9% N/A N/A 0 N/A N/A Qo N/A 0 Q 0 0 & Heaurly
47 |Kennydale Renton Edmonds Av NE SO3DART 0.33 0.33 0 Q 8% 7% N/A 0 0 N/A 0 N/A 0 a 0 o ] Haurly
48 |Kent Burien Kent-DM Rd, 5. 240th St, 1st AvS 131/168 .60 0,69 Qo ] 21% 24% 30% 0 Q 0 Q 30 0 30 0 0 0 Lecal
49 |Kent Maple Valley Kent-Kangley Road 168 0.4 048 o 0 10% 20% 10% 0 0 0 0 60 30 30 Q 0 0 Frequent
50 |Kent Renton Kent East Hill 16% 042 0,70 0 Q 15% 31% 23% Q Q ] 50 30 30 30 0 [ 0 Frcg uent
51 |Kent Seattle CBD Tukwila 150 OER 0.50 1 0 32% 31% 24% o Q Q 60 30 30 30 1 0 0 Yety Frequent
52 |Kent Renton 84th Av S, Lind Av SW 153 026 Nj& 0 N/A 9% N/A N/A 0 N/A N/A 60 N/A 30 30 0 Q Q Froguant
53 |Kirkland Bellevun South Kirkland 2344235 110 0.76 1 1 36% 30% 22% 0 0 0 Q 30 30 20 1 1 0 Veny Frequent
54 |Kirkland Factoria QOverlake, Crossroads, Fastgate 245 L2 B2 1 1 40% 37% 26% Q 0 0 Q 30 30 30 1 1 0 Yery Frequent
55 | Lake City Seattle CBD NE 125th St, Northgate, I-5 41 094 0820 1 1 48% 44% 36% 0 0 1 60 30 30 30 1 1 1 Virry Freguent
56 [ Northgate 1J, District Lake City, Sand Point 75 g5L 0.5 1 o 35% 37% 29% [ 0 0 Q 30 30 30 i, 0 0 Freguent
57 {Lake City 1, District 35th Ave NE 65 176 ET) 2 o 0% 26N 33% bl 0 1 0 30 30 30 2 Q i Fragquent
58 [Laurelhurst U. District NE 45th St 25 0.15 D.OE 4] e 5 3 N/A 0 4] N/A 0 N/A 0 0 0 0 [¢] Local
Magison Park Seattle CBD Madigan St 11 073 0.35 ] 1) A% 198 e o [ 0 [ 30 30 30 0 0 0 Very Frequent
Madrona Seattle CED Uniign St 25 072 063 o g AR 35N e ) o ol Q Q 30 30 30 0 0 Q Very Frequent
Magnaiia Seattle CBD 34th Ave W, 28th Ave W 24 0.67 .48 0 a 2 1% 16% 0 0 Q Q 30 30 30 0 0 Q Frequent =
Mercer Island 5 Mercer Island Island Crest Way 204 Q.50 0.24 1 0 e 1% N/A Q 0 N/A 0 N/A 0 0 1 0 0 Local ]
Mirror Laks Federsl Way 5312thst SOIDART 058 042 o 0 17% 16% 13% 0 0 0 0 60 0 60 o o ] Local g
Mount Baker Seattle CBD 31st AvS, S Jackson St 145 fnan 0.40 1 0 35% 18% 20% 0 ] 0 o 30 30 30 1 [ 1] Very Frequent
Mountlake Terrace Northgate 15th Ave NE. 5th Ave NE 37 148 0.86 1 1 A1% 36% 16% Qg Q 0 o] 30 0 30 X 1 ') Local
Mt Baker U, District 23rd Avn E 485 1138 074 1 Q 85% 38% 46% 1 0 1 0 30 30 30 1 Q L Very Freguent
NE Tacoma Federal Way SW 356th St Sth Ave 182 0.70 0.44 0 Q 26% 15% N/A 0 0 N/A 0 N/A o a a o o Houtly
Northgate U, District Roosevelt 66EX/67 1.56 198 2 2 64% 83% 21% il gl 0 60 30 30 30 2 2 o Very Freguent
69 |Northgate Seattle CBD Green Lake, Wallingford 16 0.62 0.56 0 0 22% 20% 16% a Q 0 60 30 30 30 0 0 [¢] Very Frequent
70 |Northgate U, District Rocsevnlt Wiy NE, NE 75t 5t 68 061 0.93 0 1 24% 44'% N/A 0 a N/A 0 WA 30 30 Q 1 o Very Frequent
71 | Othello Station SODO Columbiz Lty Station 50 0.83 047 1 0 37% 14% 16% 0 0 [ Q 60 30 30 1 ] [ Freguent
72 |Eastgate Belizme 'Enﬂ‘H Anad 225 0,23 0.19 0 0 11% 10% 5% 0 0 Qo Q 0 an 30 ] ] ] Vary Freguent
73 | Overigice Bellevue Sammamish Viewpoint, Northup Way 249 0.33 0.25 0 0 24% 10% N/A 0 0 MiA 0 LI '] o o ] o Local
74 |Pacific Auburn Algana 917DART 0.13 0.18 0 0 7% 4% N/A 0 0 L ] H/A ] ) '] 0 o Local
_7_5_ Cueen Anne Soattle CHD Queen Anne Ave N 2/13 0.96 146 1 1 59% 92% 48% 1 1 1 ] =0 30 El ) § 1 1 Very Freguent
| 76 |Quien Anine Seattle CHD Taylar Aue N 3N/AN 1,34 0.67 1 [¢] 65% 39% 44% bl 0 1 4] 3 30 3 i o 1 Very Frequent
77 |Aniniat Bebch Seattle CHD Rulniar Ave Vi 117 0.93 1 1 63% | 69% 54% 1 L 1 ] 30 30 3 | 3 I Very Frequent
78 |Rainier Beach Seattle Centar MLK Jr Wy, E John St, Denny Way 8 .48 0.51 Q Q 43% 38% 25% a 1] 1] L1 30 a0 20 ] o a Very Freguent
o on .
Poak Cost Recoveny® | Peak | Paak || b * Load Factor and Cost Recovery service level
= e > 2 7 | mpravesiantsmove the preliminary levels of service up Below Target
anm or two levels, e.g, 3 load factor or cost recovery service -- .
L 32 30% H i 21 _liavel improvement of 2 changes a 30 min. service to <15 or
F=33% = = 11360 min service to 15, etc. A cost recovery >8% warrants
=160 - — | 30min| g0 min, night service, >16% warrants 30 min
>= B% - E B0 min
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(continued) Corridor Analysis of All-Day Network:

Step Two and Final Suggested Service Levels

oatsar | lopabumen [ =
Conneciion: or . = ervic . Night Service Additions lm:r:/;iim:v;‘ Flnal Target Service Levets and Family
- om0 |
z Il 2 =
w Fd -
z 2|8 |8 =
& [ =1 E = SEE
E = 22l 2|8 |2 i
2 3 sl 2ol = |« | 2| <c|282] 2 |ag]|58 2| e ¥ = £
= BETWEEN AND ViA = £ & 2 g g & & = g T |c8| = |2z2|8¢% i1e13 E g [ f -
= 4] & & = & < = = = o z |zz| 2 |28l | & | = e & = @
a 2 s} o o o Z g i x| e o =} 2
g = 85| 318 |% E
o z o = E =
3 Ed e |8 ) 8
2 @ o =] =
= 3 <
o “ e
79 [Rainier Beach Capitol Hill Rainier Ave SEX og2 | 633 1 a 3% | s [ wa 0 0 N/A 0 N/A | 30 30 = 0 0 <15 ] 15 | 24 | veryFrequent
80 {Redmond Eastgata 148th Ave, Crossroads, Bellevue College 221 030 031 1] i 16% 14% 19% Q 0 0 0 30 Q 30 [ Q 0 30 30 30 Lecal
21 |Redmond Totemn Lake Willows Road 930DART 057 | WA ] WA | 3% | Wi N/A 0 n/A | N/A | e0 | wa ] 30 30 0 o 0 15 30 1] 39 Fr=guent
82 |Redmond Fall City Duvall, Carnation 224 027 | o3t ] 0 B | 6% 1A 0 0 N/A 0 N/A 0 0 0 0 0 60 | 60 0 Haurly
23 |Renton Burien S 154th St 140 038 | 048 0 o 16% | 26% | 1i% 0 0 0 50 50 30 30 0 0 0 <i5 | 15 15 1 Very Frequent
84 |Renton Seattle CBD MLK Jr Wy, |-5 101 114 Q4% 1 3 43, 20% 2B o ] 0 60 30 30 30 1 0 0 <15 15 30 Very Frequent
85 |Renton Rainier Beach West Hill, Rainier View 107 176 347 1 ] 39 17% 23% o 0 Q O 30 30 30 1 0 Q 15 30 30 Fraguent
86 [Renton Seattle CBD Skyway, S. Beacon Hill 106 073 | 026 [ ] 3w | 15w | 1w 0 0 0 0 30 30 30 0 0 0 15 15 30 | very Freguent
87 |Renton Renton Highlands  |NE 4th St, Union Ave NE 105 .32 0,50 Q ] 13% % 15% o 0 a 0 60 30 30 0 0 0 215 30 30 Freguent
88 [Renton Enumclaw Maple Valley, Black Diamond SITRART @13 | 635 9 ) T | 4w N/A 0 0 N/A 0 N/A 0 ) 0 0 0 50 50 0 Hourly
89 [Renton Highlands __|Renton NE 7th St, Edmonds Av NE GREDART Gi4 | 041 ] o 6% | 3% N/A 0 0 N/A 0 N/A 0 0 0 0 0 30 | a0 0 Local
30 [Richmond Beach Northgate Richmond Bch Rd, 15th Ave NE 348 03 | 054 0 [ 30% | 19% | 14% 0 0 0 0 50 0 50 0 0 o 30 30 50 Local
91 [S Vashon N Vashon Valley Center 118 053 | o1z a 0 12% | 10% | N/A 0 0 N/A 0 N/A 0 0 0 0 0 50 60 0 Hourly
53 |Sund Paint U_ District NE 55th 5t 30 012 | 053 [ 0 % | 9% 9% 0 0 0 0 50 30 30 0 0 0 55| 30 30 Fragiont
83 |Shoteiline U. District Jackson Park, 15th Av NE ITIEX 119 [LTEY 1 N/A 40% N/A N/A 2] N/A N/A Q N/A 30 30 1 0 0 15 3l a0 Frequent
4 [Shoreline CC Northgate N 130th St, Meridian Av N 345 034 | 03 0 0 17% | 15% 7% 0 0 0 0 0 30 30 0 0 0 75| 45 | 8@ | VeryFrequent
45 [Shoreline CC Lake City N 155th St, Jackson Park 330 013 | /A 0 N/A | 1% | NA ] N/A 0 N/A | N/A 0 N/A o 0 0 0 0 30 | ao 0 Local L
96 [Shoreline CC Greenwood Greenwood Av N B 113 | 086 1 0 26% | 38% | 29% 0 0 0 0 30 30 30 1 0 0 Frequent |-
97 [Totem Lake Seattle CBD Kirkland, SR-520 35 o | 102 1 1 3a% | 42% | 19% 0 0 0 60 30 30 30 1 1 0 Very Frequent 2
98 | Toten Lake Kirkland Kingsgate 236 052 | 036 0 0 14% | 12% 5% 0 0 0 0 3 0 o 0 0 0
55 |Tukwila Seattie CBD Pacific Hwy S, 4th Ave S 124 036 | 024 0 0 2% | 15% | 18% 0 0 0 60 30 30 30 0 0 0 15 15 | 30 | VaryFrequent
100] Tukwila Des Mainis MeMicken Helghts, Sea-Tac 156 a7 | 033 0 0 6% | 12% | N/A 0 0 N/A | 60 | N/A | 30 30 0 0 0 150 30 |30 Frequent
101 Tukwila Fairwood 5 1E0th 5L Carr Road 155 0.23 0.20 0 0 7% 7% N/A 0 0 N/A 0 N/A ol Q 0 Q 0 30 A [¢] Local
102]Twin Lakes Fed=ral Way SW Campus Dr, 15t Ave S 303DART 072 | 058 0 0 16% | 14% | 10% 0 0 0 0 50 0 50 0 0 0 30 | 30 50 Local
03] Twin Lakes Federal Way S 320th St 187 024 | o040 1 0 3% | 21% | 12% 0 0 0 0 50 0 50 1 0 0 30 50 50 Local
104 [U. District Ceattls CBD Exstiake, Fairvizw fE] 152 | ps2 2 0 50% | 31% | N/A 1 0 N/A | 60 | N/A | 30 30 2 0 0 15| 15 JES ver Frequent
105U Dlstrict Seattle CBD Broadway 45 0.81 | 067 1 0 S0% | 49% | 82% 1 0 1 50 30 20 30 1 0 1 <15] 15 15 | Very Frequent
106]U. Distrlet Bellevue SR-520 271 087 | os8 il 0 32% | 20% | 1% 0 0 0 50 30 30 30 1 0 3 <15 ]| 15 30 | Very Frequent
107 |V, District Seattle CBD Lakeview a5 015 0.17 0 0 5% 7% N/A 0 0 N/A 0 N/A 30 30 0 0 0 15 30 = Frequent
108]UW Bothell Aedmona Wandinwille. Cottage Lake SIL0ART 04z | 031 0 ) 12% | 6% N/A 0 0 N/A 0 N/A 0 0 0 0 0 &0 o Hourly
105[UW Bothell/cCC wirllang 132nd Ave E, LK Wanh Voch Tech 238 040 | 035 0 0 10% | 10% 5% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 a6 | 30 Local
10| Wedgwood Cowan Park View Rigge, NE 55%h 5t 71 093 | 073 i it S2% | 44% | 34% 1 0 1 0 30 0 30 1 1 1 an | 30 30 Lecal
111]Wost Seattie Seatthe CRO Fartlaray, Alstks lunction 673 182 0.89 2 D 58% 34% 21% 1 0 0 ] 30 30 30 2 1 o <15 | <15 15 Very Frequent
112| White Gentar Smatile C20 16th Ave SW, SSCC 125 140 | 071 1 0 43% | 22% | 21% 0 0 0 0 30 30 30 1 0 o IE T ET Frequent
e T )
Load Factoes |peak 1L peak Cost Racovery® | Baak | Peak | pight | o3¢ Factor and CostRecovery service level
ool B | 5 o ) -—--“‘? 3| mPrevemants move the preliminary levels of service up
an=or two levels, 2.g. a load factor or cost racovery service
Lo i . 2250% L £ & | improvement of 2 changes a 30 min, service to <15 or
>=33% = = 1 60 min._ service to 15, etc, A cost recovery >8% warrants
ES o — | 30 min]en min_ night service, >16% warrants 30 min
= 8% = — B0 min
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