














Estimating the Benefits and Costs of Public Transit Projects: A Guidebook for Practitioners , @ product of
the Transit Cooperative Research Program (TCRP). The guide and a companion CD-ROM are both free to
planners. The book includes includes sections on benefit-cost evaluation concepts and their application to
transit projects, along with information on transit's impacts on land use, land development, and
economics. The CD-ROM contains worksheets, which may be downloaded to organize project information,
and presentation templates, which can be customized for specific audiences. There is also a photo gallery
and a clip art feature.

Order online at www.tcrponline.org, or e-mail tcrp@apta.com.

The guidebook was prepared under the direction of Parsons Brinckerhoff in Portland, Oregon, and
ECONorthwest in Eugene. TCRP is a cooperative effort of the Federal Transit Administration, the
Transportation Research Board, the Transit Development Corporation, and the American Public
Transportation Association.

Changing parking standards. A new APA Planning Advisory Service report gives local planners some new
tools to measure how their own parking standards compare with those of others. Parking Standards: A
Survey with Commentary (PAS Report No. 510/511), edited by APA researchers Michael Davidson and Fay
Dolnick, reports on a nationwide survey of off-street parking requirements for nearly 800 different uses.
Included is an article on "The Dynamics of Off-Street Parking," by Jason Wittenberg, a Minneapolis
transportation planner, who discusses shared parking, maximum parking standards, and downtown
parking standards. The report provides separate listings of minimum/maximum parking requirements for
more than 300 uses, as well as bicycle parking standards for nearly 150 uses.

Click here for information on joining PAS.

More on parking. Strategies to support brownfields and infill development by reducing the amount and
cost of parking are outlined in the U.S. EPA's Parking Alternatives guide, which is currently being updated.
See www.smartgrowth.org.

WALKArlington. The results of the WALKArlington charrette can be seen at
www.commuterpage.com/greenwayl.htm. For more information contact: Jan Goldstein, WALKArlington
project manager, at Jgolds@co.arlington.va.us.

Charles B. Zucker, WALKArlington urban designer in residence is at Lee and Associates, Inc:
czucker@leeandassociatesinc.com.
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The Car-Sharing Solution
By Adam Millard-Ball

A promising new addition to the transit-oriented development armory is car sharing. Members of
car-sharing programs have access to a fleet of vehicles on a per-use basis, allowing them to live without a
second or third car — or to do without a car altogether. In turn, developments need less parking, allowing
increased densities and bringing down the cost of housing.

"Car sharing is one of the most practical ways to reduce vehicle ownership,"
says Gabriel Metcalf, deputy director of the nonprofit San Francisco Planning
and Urban Research Association, and chair of City CarShare. "We're not telling
people they have to give up their cars," he says. "We recognize that a car is
essential for many trips. We're giving them an attractive alternative."

According to Metcalf, surveys show that each City CarShare vehicle takes five to
six privately owned vehicles off the road, as members sell or scrap their cars

after joining.

CarShare joins forces with Bay Area developers to win approval for reduced parking. The group has
negotiated agreements with developers and the city planning department for more than a dozen
developments, totaling more than 3,000 units that have been built or approved in San Francisco. A recent
approval: a 98-unit affordable housing complex on Folsom Street that will provide just 16 parking spaces.
More projects are under way in Oakland, Berkeley, and San Jose, says Metcalf.

According to the San Francisco planning department, the city is now seeking to amend its zoning code to
support the development of car-sharing programs, through reductions in minimum parking requirements,
and exemptions from planned impact fees and parking maximums for car-sharing spaces.

Image: Programs like City CarShare offer an alternative for occasional Car use. Photo by City CarShare.
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Is It Really TOD?
By Patrick Siegman

What's the difference between a true transit-oriented development, which will deliver promised social and
economic benefits, and a transit-adjacent development? A true TOD will include most of the following:

e The transit-oriented development lies within a five-minute walk of the transit stop, or about a
quarter-mile from stop to edge. For major stations offering access to frequent high-speed service this
catchment area may be extended to the measure of a 10-minute walk.

¢ A balanced mix of uses generates 24-hour ridership. There are places to work, to live, to learn, to relax
and to shop for daily needs.

¢ A place-based zoning code generates buildings that shape and define memorable streets, squares, and
plazas, while allowing uses to change easily over time.

e The average block perimeter is limited to no more than 1,350 feet. This generates a fine-grained network
of streets, dispersing traffic and allowing for the creation of quiet and intimate thoroughfares.

e Minimum parking requirements are abolished.

e Maximum parking requirements are instituted: For every 1,000 workers, no more than 500 spaces and
as few as 10 spaces are provided.

e Parking costs are "unbundled," and full market rates are charged for all parking spaces. The exception
may be validated parking for shoppers.

e Major stops provide BikeStations, offering free attended bicycle parking, repairs, and rentals. At minor
stops, secure and fully enclosed bicycle parking is provided.

e Transit service is fast, frequent, reliable, and comfortable, with a headway of 15 minutes or less.
e Roadway space is allocated and traffic signals timed primarily for the convenience of walkers and cyclists.

e Automobile level-of-service standards are met through congestion pricing measures, or disregarded
entirely.

e Traffic is calmed, with roads designed to limit speed to 30 mph on major streets and 20 mph on lesser
streets.

Patrick Siegman is a principal associate with Nelson\Nygaard in San Francisco. Reach him at
psiegman@nelsonnygaard.com.
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