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new urbanists producing:

diamonds
in the sea of sprawl




breakthrough greenfield development
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Rosemary Beach, Walton County, FL



breakthrough greenfield development

I’On, Mount Pleasant, SC




breaktrough greenfield development
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I’On, Mount Pleasant, SC



breakthrough greenfleld delopment

I’On, Mount Pleasant, SC




breakthr genfield development
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Poundbury, Dorchester, UK
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Autaugaville

Lowndesboro

Hayneville
ses

Gordonville

Prattville

©

Deatsville

Millbrookcoosada

Montgomery

Eclectic

Wetumpka
Tallassee
Blue Ridge
Franklin
.@ Shorter
'Huds:m Farm
Pike Road
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solar, water







e I S

J42iEE R NS

<
Q)
h.,
Q)
-
-
S
M
p)
©
-
©
&
| -
©
LL
-
o
)
©
)
I
@
qv)
O
n
)
S
M©
(7))
&)
-
]
e
<



Urban Structure



Neighborhoods



The Green Network



Primary Street + Secondary Streets + Alleys + Trails



Transect Zones



. TS Urban Center

. T4-0 General Urban Open

|:| T4-FR General Urban Restricted

—TND 2

_TND 4
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new urbanists getting:

noticed at last
for urban regeneration




resuming work on settled places

Fort Monroe, Hampton VA



STREET NETWORK PARKS AND OPEN SPACE

ETITI—— _ | — I= | 2000 T M :

— N L f‘
u_:-' e U A - = - —— - & [ ]
F d s " w; i1 (] * Aot ugy ﬂ -
. B I .- - * T i . - B sy
_d;-.-""h Sy L .
M [/ - & s +" : ¥ ° "
J » E
= = -
r 'H-"*:"'t:.l '.. F '1
-, L} i"" TG - 7 LR
- - = =N .,. I o - . ] x .-' P
- L) r " " = ' g
. - = -y . & F
I.: ! ' a L ‘ _.‘ ‘ X
T— Sa, T — "l — ey ", i
— . I 3&_}__‘, B i [ ] - - B
—y v v Ty g ¥ [ = .
1% e N — L . e
{ :- ..-\h"h*‘ ' e * F = " % : “ ' b L - * - k. *
-y ' - '
‘,T‘ ﬁl_;,\.- — ™ ¥ (s unput ” m - ] -' B ¥ v»esnm”
\ L e B *
! g, - e————] " pF N, - . L - -— a" " w, - -
Cowntown Street Network (20001 = The downtown of 2000 had only ane nosthisouth connectan, Parts and Open Space (2000) - All land was privately owned except one small pubiic park

2010 o~ P .-P h

2 S s
- l E. ¥ ‘ & o ‘*
g L .". = ha i. ] :

*amm
- - =

- - - A | ‘- - = . ‘.- - [ . . e il
Phases | and IF Streat Natwark (2010) - The prejact added five naw north/south connection points Fhases | and 1 Parks and Open Space (2010) - The project adds over 11 acres of pubdic greans-
into the exlsting system pace to the CBD

= '.'*

L e “ ;...-:--h
- L]
i 1r H!ﬂ ] .h, : el ;: s

. i f | .. :.. II=-.|. "
;_r'ﬂ'l; *'ﬂr, I r ] "5‘, '"‘l e,
T “u g B l - I % "ﬂi,
L g i1 o g @
AN LN
— "'-i. r ] \ '




CHARACTER AND QUALITY OF BUILT PROJECT

Mixed-use building combining ground-fleor retail, one and two level condominivm wnits ranging from 5200, 000 to 51.1 milion. Facade combines vemacular architectura with contamporasy elemants.




CHARACTER AND QUALITY OF BUILT PROJECT

Contemparary architectural styles bring nes energy to the commersal corg,




Winter Park, FL




After improvements in 1994
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South Miami




new urbanists making:

shopping centre retrofits
new town centres

...and finally, the ‘CBDs’
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reimagining ‘edge cities’

Downtown Kendall, Miami, FL



new centers
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Glenwood Park, Atlanta, GA




new centers
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new centers




in the metropo

litan core
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in the metropolitan core
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Broad Street, Richmond VA



in the metropolitan core
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Broad Street, Richmond VA




in the metropolitan core

Marshall Street, Richmond VA
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Marshall Street, Richmond VA




new urbanists insist on:

rethinking social housing
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HOPE VI
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King Plaza — Philadelphia, Pennsylvanla — Torti Gallas and Partners




HOPE VI

Images — Torti Gallas and Partners

King Plaza — Philadelphia, Pennsylvania — Torti Gallas and Partners
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new urbanism reaching:

global tipping point?




the new global imperative?

Antigua / Jocotenango, Sacatepequez, Guatemala
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Condado Concepcion, Guatemala City, Guatemala

the new global



the new global imperative?
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Condado Concepcién, Guatemala City, Guatemala
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the new global

Maljevik Bay, Montenegro




the new global imperative?




the new global imperative?

Jeddah, Saudi Arabia
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the new global imperative?

Jeddah, Saudi Arabia







the new global |mperat|ve?
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the_ hew II imerative?
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Moscow
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a moment of considerable risk

Moscow




new urbanists using:

form-based codes
& the ‘transect’




the transect
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the SmartCode

SMARTCoODE
v 9.0

sehio Azoue « Chester (Rick) Cheltman, EE, » Ann Dui

SMARTCODE

VERSION 9.0

Andrés Duany = Sandy Sorlien

William Wright
ple
|. 1

all, PEE. » Gustave Sancher e+ Mo 1Y

Ty | 1

:h Mierson » Steve Moasan * Elizabeth Plater-Zyberk
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SMARTCODE TABLE 1 TRANSECT ZONE DESCRIPTIONS

Montgomery, Alabama

City of Montgomery

SMARTCODE TABLE 10 BUILDING FUNCTION-SPECIFIC
Montgomery, Alabama
T2 T3 B T4 I 75 [ 76 [ S0
RESIDENTIAL
a 0 v v
0 . v
0 0 [
. . . .
b. LODGING
o
. . . .
= . . - .
¢ OFFICE
e butdng | I T | T T I |
i ot e e B e O
4 RETAIL
o v v v v v 0
Retalbuing v 0 i
Autmsae v 0 0
7 v 0 0

[rr——

SMARTCODE

Dealt only with 80 acre “greenfield” sites outside of downtown



downtown master plan
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“transect map” for the SmartCode

B T-4 Restricted M T-40pen M T-5 Civic Space M Civic Park




‘miami 21’

EAST QUADRANT

MIAMI 21 ATLAS

T3 SUB-URBAN EAST QUADRANT MIAMI 21 ATLAS

DRAFT IN PROGRESS OVERTOWN | DOWNTOWN

T4 GENERAL URBAN

URBAN CENTER

T5
T6-8* URBAN CORE

URBAN CORE

T6-12*

b T6-24* URBAN CORE
- T6-36a* URBAN CORE
e = | T6-36b* URBAN CORE

T6-48* URBAN CORE

D1 WORK PLACE

D2 INDUSTRIAL

CS CIVIC SPACE/PARKS

CIVIC INSTITUTIONAL

| ci

R - RESTRICTED
L -LIMITED
O -OPEN

* NUMBER OF STORIES

W f;? f?:f:

;{, ot

A new code for the city of Miami, produced by DPZ Images — City of Miami
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new urbanists:

responding to Katrina







‘mississippi renewal forum’

Responding on the Gulf Coast after Hurricane Katrina
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‘mississippi renewal forum

ISSISSIPPI

RENEWAL FORUM

GOVERNOR’'S COMMISSION CONGRESS FOR THE
RTF.(‘OVF.RY. REBUILDING, RENEWAL CNU NEw URBANISM

Ocean Springs, Mississippi



‘missis | forum’
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Ocean Springs, ississippi




south louisiana

Regional Vision Outreach and Poll

MAKING US ALL SAFER FROM STORMS

Question 1: What should Louisiana do about levees and wetlands?
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south louisiana

From Vision to Action: Sustainable Recovery and Smarter Growth
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Physical plan shows:

® Reinvestment Areas

® New Growth Areas

® Transportation Systems
e Coastal Protection and Restoration Features
e Economic Development Zones

Calthorpe et al




new urbanists re-imagining:

the big picture




citywide plans
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regional planning
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trend model: 2000

3,852,599 developable acres
3,048,058 2000 regional population

2.49 average household size
1,224,120 households

1.44 units per acre
849,350 developed acres

Brevard 675,402 390,339 136,073
Lake 740,599 426,473 97,157
Orange 642,122 462,515 181,553
Osceola 964,015 649,425 59,873
Polk 1,287,102 960,475 175,783
Seminole 220,743 161,667 76,370
s . ( Volusia 782,644 520,904 122,541
a L e S = i [ 5,312,627 3,571,798 849,350

B protected lands 2000 ll developed areas 2000
B water bodies

Source: www.myregion.org / University of Pennsylvania




trend model: 2010

3,852,599 developable acres
3,048,058 2000 regional population

3,860,600 2010 regional population
2.49 average household size
1,550,442 households

1.44 units per acre
1,076,696 developed acres

Brevard 675,402 390,339 136,918

Lake 740,599 426,473 117,302

Orange 642,122 462,515 303,077

Osceola 964,015 649,425 90,270

Polk 1,287,102 960,475 185,396

Seminole 220,743 161,667 114,438

Sy - — [ Volusia 782,644 520,904 129,295

o e LR et T RN 5,312,627 3,571,798 1,076,696

B protected lands 2000 Il developed areas 2000
I water bodies B developed areas 2000-2050

Source: www.myregion.org / University of Pennsylvania




trend model: 2020

3,852,599 developable acres
3,048,058 2000 regional population

4,607,100 2020 regional population
2.49 average household size
1,550,442 households

1.44 units per acre
1,284,890 developed acres

Brevard 675,402 390,339 157,701

Lake 740,599 426,473 159,617

Orange 642,122 462,515 354,585

Osceola 964,015 649,425 118,977

Polk 1,287,102 960,475 215,488

Seminole 220,743 161,667 128,578

L S - [ Volusia 782,644 520,904 149,944

o e LR et T RN 5,312,627 3,571,798 1,284,890

B protected lands 2000 ll developed areas 2000
I water bodies B developed areas 2000-2050

Source: www.myregion.org / University of Pennsylvania




trend model: 2030

3,852,599 developable acres
3,048,058 2000 regional population

9,290,800 2030 regional population
2.49 average household size
2,124,819 households

1.44 units per acre
1,475,569 developed acres

Brevard 675,402 390,339 179,729
Lake 740,599 426,473 207,976
Orange 642,122 462,515 379,797
Osceola 964,015 649,425 136,845
Polk 1,287,102 960,475 253,611
Seminole 220,743 161,667 134,163
L S - — [ Volusia 782,644 520,904 183,448
b L L aet el 5,312,627 3,571,798 1,475,569

B protected lands 2000 Il developed areas 2000
I water bodies B developed areas 2000-2050

Source: www.myregion.org / University of Pennsylvania




trend model: 2040

3,852,599 developable acres
3,048,058 2000 regional population

6,199,988 2040 regional population
2.49 average household size
2,489,955 households

1.44 units per acre
1,729,136 developed acres

Brevard 675,402 390,339 204,255

Lake 740,599 426,473 266,470

Orange 642,122 462,515 398,885

Osceola 964,015 649,425 161,647

Polk 1,287,102 960,475 313,566

Seminole 220,743 161,667 139,554

Sy - — [ Volusia 782,644 520,904 244,759

o e LR et T RN 5,312,627 3,571,798 1,729,136

B protected lands 2000 ll developed areas 2000
I water bodies Bl developed areas 2000-2050

Source: www.myregion.org / University of Pennsylvania




trend model: 2050

3,852,599 developable acres
3,048,058 2000 regional population

7,217,534 2050 regional population
2.49 average household size
2,898,608 households

1.44 units per acre
2,012,923 developed acres

Brevard 675,402 390,339 229,044
Lake 740,599 426,473 313,630
Orange 642,122 462,515 414,936
Osceola 964,015 649,425 212,101
Polk 1,287,102 960,475 390,341
Seminole 220,743 161,667 143,628
Volusia 782,644 520,904 309,243
Total 5,312,627 3,571,798 2,012,923

I water bodies B developed areas 2000-2050

Source: www.myregion.org / University of Pennsylvania




“systems” approach

 Ocala Forest

* Network of Springs

* Ridgeland

* Dunes & Coastal Areas

« Large Contiguous Tracts

B Existing conserved lands

: :‘, 2 B Contiguous Open Space

Source: www.myregion.org / University of Pennsylvania




land acquisition
2040-2050

3

B Existing conserved lands
# Contiguous Open Space
Acquired Lands

Source: www.myregion.org / University of Pennsylvania




Source: www.myregion.org / University of Pennsylvania
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costs

Acres Cost/Acre Total
Cost

Urbanization costs for new development 420,410  $90,000 $37.8 Billion
Infrastructure costs for redevelopment 328,904  $20,000 $6.6 Billion
Conservation land acquisition 724,429  $25,000 $18.1 Billion
High-speed rail, transit, freight, ferry $ 27.9 Billion

TOTAL COSTS OF ALTERNATIVE MODEL $90.4 Billion
TOTAL COSTS OF “TREND” MODEL $116.7 Billion

COST SAVINGS WITH ALTERNATIVE MODEL = $26.3 BILLION
for a far superior form of development

Source: www.myregion.org / University of Pennsylvania
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Orlando, Florida




myregion.org

CHOICE A: GREEN AREAS (PROTECTING WILD PLACES) CHOICE B: CENTERS (ANTI-SPRAWL)

Existing developmant
Hew development

() Urkan eenter

[ Esisting cormeration
New mnseration

(- Comrnterrailirail stathns

Priority: Buy or otherwise protect vast assortment of environmentally-healthy
lands,
Benefits: Best guarantes for preserving drinking-water sources and ensuring
survival of plants and wildlife. Offers extensive recreation in wilderness and park
settings.
Drawbachs: Would cost tens of billions of dollars to buy and manage lands.
Lands not purchased would be wilnerable to development. Mot as optimal for
alr quality, commuting tirme and water conservation as the Cerniters and
Corridors cholces.
Number crunching: Total land use: 4,627 square miles protected; 3,536 squara
milles for development. Transportation: more autos, buses, bike trails, 272 miles
4 i e IOl RN < 2 LG

Orlando, Florida

 Bisting dewehpment
Hew development
() Urban center
. Exieting oonsenathn
Hew mnzenvation
- Commuer railiall statinns

Priority: Compact communitles where residents can walk to work, play and
shop. Urban areas with fewer single-family homes. increased mix of multifioor
apartments and condes.

Benefits: Thriving communities with unique attractions, least reliance on cars
and commuting, best air quality.

Drawbacks: Potential crime and congestion in densely populated communities,
more roads built than under Green Areas and Corridors choices.

Number crunching: Total land use: 4,198 square miles protected; 3,462 square
milles for development. Transportation: more autos, buses, bike tralls, 262 miles

Existing devehopiment
Hew davedopment

1) Uban center

[ Existing conseration
Hew consaption

i Commuterrailiall statins

s = L [ 3 s
Priority: Cut back reliance on cars by significant expansion of rall, trolley and bus
service,
Benefits: Transit routes and stops attract clusters of development, employment
and commerce. Favors apartments and multifamily dwellings with single-family
homes on smaller lots than in 2005. Paves less land than Green Areas and
Centers cholces and conserves the most water,
Drawbacks: Less natural ecosystem permanently protected than under Green
Areas and Centers cholces.
Number crunching: Total land use: 3,816 square miles protected; 3,278 square
miles for development. Transportation: more autos, buses, bike tralls, 413 miles




new urbanists have:




CO, and density

North Redmond Queen Anne
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Source: LUTAQH final report, King County ORTP, 2005




CO, and connectivity

North Redmond Queen Anne
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CO, and convenient retail
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Mortgage Foreclosure Rates
by County — Nov 30, 2007
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