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SALEM-KEIZER TRANSIT:

“We haven’t yet
made a decision

on where to site a

Transit Center in Keizer....

We’'re here to share results
and hear your feedback.”
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Why a transit center in Keizer?

e Better serve trips
Keizer riders are
making today

— More local routes

—Reducing need to
transfer downtown

e Serve trips
more efficiently to
lower agency costs
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Why a transit center in Keizer?

e Strategic Transit
System Re-design

e Operating Concept
— Circulators

—Centers
— Corridors

Salem - Keizer Transit 3 C's Route Structure
S :

The operating model envisions “a network of circulators, connecting
to transit centers, which are served by frequent, high-capacity corridor routes.”
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e 3 project forums
e Additional public
meetings
—Keizer City Council

— SKT Board
—Planning Commission
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Project Objectives

1. Functionality — Create a center that provides
convenience for users (including convenient transfers
between neighborhood routes and corridor routes) while
minimizing traffic impacts.

2. Capacity — Build a center that provides adequate space
to accommodate existing and future, planned transit
services.

3. Integration — Locate a center so that transit users have
the opportunity to use nearby businesses, design the
transit center so it conveys the values of the surrounding
community and build a sense of place.

4. Value — Develop a center that will be cost-effective and
efficient in meeting the needs of transit riders, the
community and the Salem-Keizer Transit District.

5. Efficiency — Develop a center that provides for efficient
transit operations with a minimum amount of time
required for transferring between bus routes.
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Project Objectives

6.

10.

Security — Create a center where visibility and design
help riders and community members feel safe and
secure.

Accessibility — Develop a center that is fully accessible
to a wide range of users including riders with special
needs, pedestrians, cyclists, auto drop-offs/pick-ups and
park—and—riders.

Economic Vitality — Develop a center that supports
economic development and community vitality.

Other — Develop a center that is consistent with city
plans, environmental policies and community goals.

Comfort — Design a center that provides a comfortable
environment for riders with rider information, seating and
shelter from the elements.

(No siting criterion associated with objective; design criterion only)
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SKT Transit Center Siting Study: Keizer Evaluation Criteria
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Evaluation Criteria

SKT Transit Center Siting Study: Keizer
Phase 1 (Initial Screen)
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SKT Transit Center Siting Study: Keizer Evaluation Criteria
Phase 1 (Initial Screen)
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SKT Transit Center Siting: Keizer Evaluation Criteria Scores
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Keizer TC: Project Elements

e Boarding/parking bays for 8-10 buses

e Pedestrian waiting platform, lighted and
weather-protected, that connects all bus stops

e Break room, restrooms and lockers for on-site
customer service personnel and/or operations
supervisors

e Security features

e Park-and-ride lot adjacent to transit center,
to accommodate 50-75 cars

e Future: customer service information counter

e Future: waiting area (enclosed, heated and
lighted) with restrooms for passengers

e Future: small for-lease retalil space
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Keizer TC: Project Timeline

<

S TC Siting Study Supporting Local Actions/Pubic Input

Concept Design
Environmental Review (NEPA) -

Project-specific Public Input 2

“" Public Input

Public Forums
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