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Reconnecting America’s Center
for Transit-Oriented

« Create a national marketplace for
TOD, working with cities, transit
agencies, developers, investors
and communities.

« A collaboration with The Center for
Neighborhood Technology, Strategi
Economics, and real estate and
transit experts

* www.reconnectingameri

CTOD

locking the Power of
-Oriented Development

inpointing the Demand for TOD in
Regions and Corridors

k!ng TOD Easier by Removing QuickTime™ and a
Barriers TIFF (LZW) decompressor
are needed to see this picture.
Devising\nnovative Implementation
& Financing Strategies

Educating Leatlers, Developers and
Practitioners

* Acting as a Clearinghwause for Best
Practices

onnectingamerica.org
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health of the region

CTOD

Financial Return
Recapture.

« Balance Between Placexand
Node

« Function, Not Formula

CTOD

greenfield

+ Joint Development
— On publicly owned land
— Primarily with rail systems

CTOD




TOD or TAD?

Transit-Oriented Development or
Transit Adjacent Development?

* Not enough to be
next to transit, must
be shaped by transit

CTOD

Street Car TOD, Portland, OR

Converging Trends Drive

» Transit is in a building boom

¢ Urban and suburban
reinvestment are on the rise

that “who we are” is much
more diverse than before

Developers, investors a
ities are recognizing that

CTOD

« Demographic changes mean

Demand for TOD by 2025 will

Projected Demand for Housing
in Transit Zones

the greatest potenti
TOD.

Households (Millions)

Growth is likely to be mo
through 2010 and accelerat

in later years as more transit

systems come on line. 2000

2006 2000 2015 2020

2025
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CTOD

Significant Demand for TOD
in Denver by 2025

CTOD

stations in 27 regions
ional stations in 15
regions wi
* 1/2 mile radii xmetropolitan
comparison
» Fixed Transit includes:
— Subway and Heavy Rail
— Light Rail Transit
— Commuter Rail
— Trolley and Streetcars
— Bus Rapid Transit

HIDDEN IN PLAIN

Metro Regions Including New Starts




« Are similar in size
(2.5pp/hh)

* Have lower incomes
(62% of regional
average)

* Are mostly renters (64%
vs. 33%)

Own fewer cars (1.4 ¥s.
1.8)

Walk, Bike or Fake
Transit to Work (31% vs.

CTOD
Network Coverage Drives
Performance of TOD
cToD Clreeland - Medurn (30 Staton) Derrent - Smal (30 Saston)

What Does it Take to Do

and Users

* Get the Planning Right at
the Region, Corridor an
Place and Project Scales

Fruitvale Transft Village, Oakland

CTOD




CTOD

CTOD

+ Creates inexpensive
ridership for transit

+ Creates value for transit
agencies, cities, citizens

* Shapes developer
interest

+ Can help finance the
features that make TGD

Transit
Investment

+ DaMas: LRT $800M

in development,
$3.7B in economic
activity, 32,000 jobs.
(Souce: University of North

tracts Private

Santa Clara, CA:
45% premiums for
TOD residential, 23%
premiums for TOD

commercial. (Source:
Cervero, 2002)

Pittsburgh Busway:
54 development
projects valued at
$302 million. (Source:
Port Authority of Allegheny
County)




Uses

« Transit Facilities and
Operations

. i velopment of « “Placemaking” Features

i Affordable Housing

 Tax increment, + Local Services and
financing/Special, Destinations
assessment distril

» Bulk Transit Pass
Purchases

+ Parking fee revenues

* Program Related
cTOD Investments

» Provides affordable
access to jobs

« Can provide convenience
if services are clustered,

CTOD
Car Ownership Rates are
Lower inTransit Zones
. Transit Car Ownership

own artaverage of 20

0.9 cars 1817 7 i

18 15

* Metro-region 4 T2 "

;)\Aénczpsaverage f ﬁ i »

Small Medium Large  Extended
Extensive

System Type
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Transportation is the Highest
Household Cost After Housing

Typical American Household Budget

Entertainment
Health Care
4% Transportation
Mis&, Expenses 17%
Cash Contributiol
4%
Clothing and
Services
6%
Insurance &

Pensions
9%

CTOD

omparing Affordability Indices

Where can a 3-per;
AMI afford to live”?

n household earning 80% of the Twin Cities

Consideringonly housing prices Considering Housing prices and
Transportation Costs

HeT

Housing Papment as & Percent of income
N

onthly Transpoértation Costs

hroughout thé Region
o, £ Farmington Midway, St. Paul:
- $941/month $561/month
$11,292/year $6732/year

How Transportation Costs Stack-up
in Four Twin-City Communities.
$1,600

[ auto ownership B auto use O transit

s715

s1200 { S

s741
$800

$400

Monthly Transportation Costs

Farmington  Fridley ~ Midway Longfellow/ 7-County

Region ‘;_ ;I
Fridley: -County Region: I K
$715/month /month d r
$8580/year $889! ~




Tools for Affordable TOD

» Count Housing +
Transportation Costs

» Help Renters become
Owners

« Direct LIHTC toTOD

» Land Banking +
Community Land Trus

* Reduce Parking
Requirements

CTOD

TOD Type

Downtown

>20 units per |Mex
lacre

ice [>50 units/per 0 minutes
lacre

peak
10-15 offpeak

Suburban _|Residential [>12 20 minutes
i d its/ k
30 minutes

Neighborhood
etail offpeak

R
Local office

>7 units/acre |Loy 25-30 minutes.

sstoa  [Demand




TOD is apérict, Not a Site

T | pewan |

e
Ay marTiRanaen

« District Connectivity Can Reduce Auto
Dependency and Expands Transit
Ridership

CTOD

Incentives:
chniques * Relaxed on-site parking
Area Plans standards
Framework Plans » Park Once Programs

« Density bonuses (for
affordable housing)

Parking Managel
Tool . .
00 « Public funding for place-

Form-based zoning cod making amenities

* Land Assembly (
+ private

CTOD




Typical TOD Plan
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CTOD
How Do You Get From A to Z?
A Z
CTOD

Start with Opportunities and Work Toward
Implementation

- ™4 ==
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Lake

Hi
Opportunities & Issues

CTOD




CTOD

Critical Factors in Assessing

Critical mass/anchors
« Use mix
« Transit/ Road Network/ Bike-Ped connections
« Political Will
« Capital

« Leadership (public and private

CTOD

tion 2: Work with Hennepin County to expand streetscape
ts in station area.




' —— 3 s
ward B i
face '4‘ ¥ =
ustial / i
Sark A

yz A\Iianc-e B 5

\I Housing \
Minnehaha

Mall {7 s
CHAN

' H
z
[OH

27t A

CTOD

Partnerships are Key to

ransit Agencies: TOD-supportive alignments & station

ites,strategic parking locations, linkages to surrounding

ighborhoods, context-sensitive infrastructure
investments.

— Cities:
support, p

— Developers:
dynamics, able

— Communities: have.a clear vision of what they want.

— Lenders: Will they stepwup to the plate and support th
TOD product?
— Regional Agencies: Regional vision, implementdtion
strategies that cut across jurisdistional lines,

mp plans, zoning, design goals, community
lic investment, land assembly tools

ady to accept the market and its changing
provide housing and retail options

CTOD

rom Vision to Reality

OD in Arlington Co.
Virginia
(some final inspiration)

CTOD




at five stations

« Preserved and
reinvested in adjacen
residential
neighborhoods

CTOD

32.8% of the County’s
estate tax revenue from 7
of it’s land area, allowing
Arlington to have the lowest
property tax of any major

jurisdiction in Northern Virginia www.reconpéctingamerica.org

CTOD




