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The polential for a rider's trip
to differ from the predicted
routing and liming.

The potential for a rider to
have o more direct trip or less
direct bip compared bo the
exbting service.

The geographic area within a
1/4-mile walk from a bus stop
of node. Alernolives hal
have the potential to
sustonialy increase the
sarvice area [25% or mona)
aarn hwo paints

H a service opltion hos mare
potentiol for shared rides
compared o the exiling

service.

i a service option is ikely to
be overcrowded. or i there
are not encugh Aders Wiliting
the service, bosed on
ridership per haur.

H a service oplion suits the
development pattern of the
area inwhich [ serves based
on pepulation density, A mare |
sultable service will offer lower :
headways f'waif fimes.
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Which service opfions require
maore resources o deliver
paratransit service compared
o existing service.

The cost of capifal fems (e.g.
wehicles. bus stops, efc.)
required to provide a level of
service that meets best
practices.

Overall Svitability
given cument conditions
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This matrix evaluates the fit of a transit alternative given the current operating environment in Morrisville. Changes to this environment, especially population growth and land use changes, are likely to change the suitability of each alternative.




