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Project Overview

Examine approaches to
planning for and
implementing sustainability
at a regional scale

V

Model Framework for
Regional Sustainability
Planning and
Implementation




Project Overview

Framework used by
organizations and
stakeholders:

e interested in regional
sustainability planning

 evaluating sustainability
planning efforts

Adaptable model — variety
of contexts and users




Project Context

HUD-DOT-EPA
alignment

Sustainable
Communities Grants

Twin Cities + Region 5

Funded by U of MN
Center for
Transportation Studies

Collaboration with
research advisory group



Methodology

Case study analysis:

e Content of regional
plans

* Processes used to
develop plans

e Approaches to
implementation and
monitoring

Diverse set of cases — organizational context,
geography, sustainability issues, planning issues



Methodology

Review planning
documents

Interview key
participants

Capital Regional District — Regional Growth
Strategy (Victoria, BC)

New South Wales — Metropolitan Plan for
Sydney 2036 (Australia)

Denver Regional Council of Governments —
Metro Vision 2035

Chicago Metropolitan Agency for Planning — Go
To 2040

St. Cloud Joint Planning District — Sustainability
Framework Plan (MN)

Delaware Valley Regional Planning Council —
Connections 2035 Plan — Regional Plan for a
Sustainable Future (Philadelphia)

Long Island Regional Planning Council —
Sustainable Strategies for Long Island 2035 Plan



Emerging Best Practices — Plan Content

e

Take the time to define
sustainability relative to
local context — land use,
transportation, and
environment most
common

Document participation
efforts in the plan

Display plan and
background information
online



Emerging Best Practices — Planning Process

Engage multiple
stakeholders — including
private sector, work
through existing networks
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Consider online
participation and
monitoring efforts

Issue-specific workgroups
help make connections
and offer resources




Emerging Best Practices — Implementation

Include clear
implementation content
in plan

Think beyond agency
implementation — grants
to support, toolkit

Start small — visible
outcomes

Link to indicator or
monitoring systems —
varied approaches



MetroPulse

The Regional Indicators Project for Metropolitan Chicago
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Road condition, travel time index, % population obese, % of
regional trails complete, pedestrian environment factor, % of
transit vehicles and stations ADA compliant, bridge condition
rating, schools with safe routes to school programs
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SUMMARY TABLES / TRANSPORTATION

What We Track

TR 1:

Hawve vehicle crashes and
fatahties declined?

Is congestion getting
worse’?

Is transit ridership
increasing?
Has the number of

deficient bridges in need
of rehabilitation or

replacement decreased?

Are roads better
maintained?

Are fewer people driving
to work alone?

Are people driving less?

Are OMARPC's TIP
investments in keeping
with the LAP gosls?

How is the DVRPC Region

-
z
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Between 2001 and 2005, the DVRPC region experienced
an 18% decrease in fatalities per million VMT and less
than 1% decrease in all crashes per million YMT.
However, the overall number of crashes rose by 4.6%
dunng this same time pernod.

Congestion appears to be stable — neither improving nor
worsening, though YMT has increased.

While transit ridership has experienced some fluctuation,
it has increased in the last 5 years.

The number of bridges identified as structurally deficient
in the DVRPC region has remained steady, but remains
twice as high as the acceptable level set by FHWA In its
current strategic plan.

The region saw a slight increase in road miles
considered to be deficient, mostly due to NJDOT's
stricter standards.

The number of people driving to work by themselves
continues to increase and is now 73% of all commuters.

There are more cars and more drivers driving more miles
every year in the region. The region appears o he more
auto-dependent.

Approximately 97% of the mapped 2007-2010 TIP
project funding supporis the Long Range Plan and its
siated goals.
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INDICATORS / GROWTH MANAGEMENT

GM 3

How is the
DVRPC Region
performing?
Land consumpfion

per person
continues fo rse.
In 2005, each

resident consumed

13% more land than
in 1990.

WHAT WE TRACK

G M 3 : How much land does
each person In the reglon
consume?

INDICATOR

Developed acras per
person by planning area.
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In 2005, in all Planning Areas
axcapt Growing Suburbs, aach
persen consumed mora land for all
land uses than in 1990, Growing
Suburhs havwe experienced the
langest population growth (40%
increase between 1990 and 2005),
leading to slightly denser
development patterns.
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During that same time pericd, aach
person used nearly 6% less land.

Conversely, Developad
Communities, which lost 1% of their
population, use 3% more land for
residential uses and neardy 5%
mare: land for all land uses.

Paople living in Rural Areas
continue to consume land at a
greater proporion than any other
Planning Area category. Residential
land use continues to be the
dominant land use in Rural Aneas
and each person consumed 14%
e land for residential uses in
2005 than in 1950,

The significant increase in the
region’s consumption of land
betwean 1900 and 2005 is prirmarily
due to increased developrment of all
land use types in Growing Suburbs
and Rural Areas.

The DVREPC region's average use
of land par person is closast to that
of a person living in a Developed
Community. This indicates that the
largest proportion of the region’s
residents live in Developed

Communities and the largast
proporion of developed land
(though not total land area)

is in Developed Communities

RESIDENTIAL
LAND PER

PERSON By 2030
PLANNING AREA
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::: MAKING A DIFFERENCE TOGETHER : |

mmm he Regional Sustainability Strategy crep

Background Your Input

MNatural Systems Social Resilience Built Environment

Home Policy Themes Status Reports Next Steps
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¥ Travel Behaviour

Percentage of all Trips: Transit
Percentage of all Trips: Cydling
Percentage of all Trips: Pedestrian
Average Home to Work Trip Distance

Share of Trips by Primary Mode in tha PM
Peak

Share of Trips by Transit in PM Peak

Share of Mon-Auto Trips in the Central
Business District

Percentage of Journsy-to-Waork Trips by
Bike

Percentage of Journey-to-Work Trips by
Transit

Total and Per Capita Insured Passenger

http://sustainability.crd.bc.ca/status-reports.aspx



Percentage of All Trips - Cycling

Status Information Feedback

Percentage of All Trips: Transit
I Percentage of All Trips: Cycling
Percentage of All Trips: Pedestrian % of trips taken by bike (Cycling Mode Share)

6.0

Average Home to Work Trip Distance

. . . M Actual Il T t
Share of Trips by Primary Mode in the PM - =es

Peak

Share of Trips by Transit in PM Peak

Share of Non-Auto Trips in the Central
Business District

Percentage of Journey-to-Work Trips by
Bike

o

Percentage of Journey-to-Work Trips by
Transit

Total and Per Capita Insured Passenger
Vehicles

Percentage of All Trips: Auto

2001 2006 2010 2020

» Cycling Initiative:

Target: To achieve a minimum cycling mode share of 5% by 2026.
This indicator measures the percentage of cycle, walk, transit and auto trips (within a 24
hour period on a typical weekday) for the Victoria CMA and the three sub-regions. This
indicator differs from the previous indicator as it measures mode share for all trip
purposes, not just commuting.



Next Steps

Develop Framework for
Regional Sustainability
Planning and Implementation

Final Framework available Fall
2011

For more info, contact
cschively@umn.edu
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