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UNDERSTANDING INDICATORS 

  
The Mobility Report Card is the performance 
monitoring system used by the City to track 
implementation of the Transportation Master Plan 
(TMP).  The City uses these reports to provide 
accurate information to the public about the City’s 
progress implementing the TMP and the current 
condition of the transportation system. The reports 
also set the stage for future updates of the TMP.  
The TMP will be updated in 2011.  The Mobility 
Report Card will be updated as a result. 
 
The Mobility Report Card is related to Redmond 
Community Indicators, a document that serves a 
similar purpose for Redmond’s Comprehensive Plan, 
and includes many of the measures found here. 
 

Each indicator (also known as a measure) measures 
some aspect of transportation that is topically 
related to the Transportation Master Plan.  For 
each indicator there is a baseline value, a current 
year observed value, and in many cases a target, or 
objective.  Redmond’s goal is to move toward 
achieving the objectives of all of the indicators 
included here, which would indicate successful 
implementation of the Transportation Master Plan. 
 
Some indicators are measured every other year, 
and so were not measured this year. 
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 Action Status as of March 2011 

4.b 156th Ave NE Sidewalk Improvements from NE 59th St 
to NE 61st St Complete 

4.c Union Hill Rd Phase II from Avondale Rd to 178th Pl NE Complete 

4.d NE 116th St Phase I Complete 

4.e Redmond Way/NE 76th St. Intersection Modifications Complete 

4.f East Lake Sammamish Pkwy Intersection Improvements Complete 

4.g NE 83rd St Improvements from 160th Ave NE to 161st 
Ave NE Complete 

4.h Old Redmond Rd Improvements from 132nd Ave. NE to 
140th Ave. NE 

Complete 

4.i Redmond Intelligent Transportation System Phase I 
(Overlake) Complete 

4.j Redmond Intelligent Transportation System Phase II 
(Redmond Way) 

Complete 

4.k NE 85th St. Re-channenlization from 156th Ave. NE to 
164th Ave. NE Complete 

4.l 164th Ave NE Re-channelization from NE 80th St to NE 
87th St 

In Progress 

4.m  Bear Creek Parkway Extension Complete 

 
Source: Public Works Department 
 
Updated March 2011 


