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types of planning (7-2)
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the system approach (7-3)
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the philosophy of long term planning (7-4)

T-I*Elg,ﬂ;i P E lfﬁb;{;ﬁpq"&jfﬁ%’gﬂ[i& SHENT F[‘ij‘r l
T*Ehﬂl E,Ib’ﬁﬁfﬁ RS S T aﬁ?ﬂvﬁ

YR Jfﬂw (philosophical element)

— PR R RO B R R R

— R e A R &El%ﬁ‘iﬁdgvmrﬁﬁﬁ 1= -
EF’]‘@j(values)

— THE B RO R R ARARE R R LA e

F 142 oals)

- EIUuﬁ%EEF[ﬁH%’EE' SRR FE P BRI T

)FE'E J(objectives)

— (IE RO (VRN - o SR TRy H P RnpIsg ™
@«“‘(crlterla)

— RS REAVES | HfgangF:'I = A i




wﬁ}: [&'V'*E :”FILJ ﬁ& G:LF)F%

a systems structure of Iong term or strategic planning (F7-2)
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realism in the system approach (7-5)
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elements of the long term transportation planning (7-6)
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the land use transportatlon model (7-7)
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calibration phase on base year data (F7-3)

Population model Economic model

o use o

Trip generation model

Origin destination data

Social/economic data

either or

Modal split model

’ Trip distribution model ‘

’ Trip distribution model ‘

Modal split model

Traffic assignment model |« Traffic data

Model evaluation
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projection phase on base year data (F7-3)
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’ Modal split projection ‘ ’ Trip distribution projection ‘
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’ System evaluation ’—»« Redesign future system
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’ Capital programming for optimal system ‘
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other approaches to the transportation model (7-8)
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scenario building (7-9)
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Scenario building based on
social/economic surveys

Generation, distribution, and Generation, distribution, and
modal split analysis (passenger) modal split analysis (freight)

’ Study of technology futures ‘
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! '
Analysis of
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passenger systems freight systems
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Integration of passenger and
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Final evaluation
(national consequences)

Analysis of
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need for transportatlon system management (7-10)
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dlfferences between strateglc planning and TSM (7-11)
SIEE n§¢i§bﬂqﬁaﬁt@#mﬁlﬂﬁ%@

= o [FELE FH] TE‘L%{M“ W5k o TSMF Utul%“F R
T”%Eﬁﬁuﬁl‘bﬂﬁfﬁg’lﬁﬁ[ﬁfﬂﬂﬁW?iﬁlqi

Efjbf[lﬁfjclsm TRy E%¢ HEE JJ % R U,,:iﬁfj

HHI ™ Bt 2 e [

e¢%%#EEWNQW%m1%@i@%%ﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ§
TSMYE B b F 5 | I T i e (A J»L—
—K‘IEUETT;FJ A Ji F;iﬁﬁﬂ%fﬁ%ﬁl rj:)ﬂ["? FFEI:!& EI
PR RS Ry
TSMEFEHJEL X “E'Eﬁ PR ke 2Rt - [P
Dt i IO
TSM @f@z Qa;fja:a;tclr ; iﬁ%@% i By 1 S 3'%}
ﬂ[ FEIJV:“ N B N _EE'E[TEEH(W @“I—Lr?}}lﬁ%:




Sy P A

the TSM planning process (7-12)
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forms of TSM (7-13)

. aﬁlﬁﬁﬁ?ﬁﬁ f Efwﬁh_ﬁ“ﬁﬁ: o [l ey g &
Ejtfx 'ﬂﬂT[F’?ﬁT l P E l%
. m AR AR R EY A Ry R = B ‘E@E?
Lﬁpqﬁ -] rgjﬁiﬁﬁ%gﬂjﬁ R e J

B wﬁf’ifﬁ S - IR R

. ﬁﬁl?[ﬁ,—h’\b%j\ YRRV AR N S| DK
—%#%¢h%w%ﬁﬁﬁ
A iy

%r U R [ 5

%r b s sk s

e (o oz
Measure to reduced demand (7-14)
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measure to increase supply (7-15)
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measure that reduce demand and degrade supply (7-16)
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measure that increase supply and reduce demand (7-17)
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compatibility of techniques (7-18)
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Developing criteria for evaluating TSM projects (7-19)
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public reaction to TSM measures (7-21)
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summary (7-22)
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