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FHWA Pro poses Changes for De sign ing
Lower Speed Roads 
Com mu nity, Envi ron men tal Needs to Get More Con sid er ation 

States, cit ies and coun ties will have more
flex i bil ity in design ing lower-speed roads,
thanks to some changes being pro posed by
the U.S. Depart ment of Trans por ta tion’s
(USDOT) Fed eral High way Admin is tra -
tion (FHWA). The agency is pro pos ing
revi sions to cur rent pol i cies to encour age
the design of lower-speed roads that are
more in line with com mu nity and envi ron -
men tal needs. 

The pro posed changes will make it eas -
ier for engi neers to design trans por ta tion
pro jects more tai lored to local travel con di -
tions and pro vide safer, multimodal solu -
tions that accom mo date driv ers, tran sit
users, pedes tri ans and bicy clists, accord -
ing to FHWA. 

“This pro posed pol icy change will give
states and com mu ni ties the oppor tu nity to
be more inno va tive in design ing their local
pro jects,” said U.S. Trans por ta tion Sec re -
tary Anthony Foxx. “It will help us to build 
more qual ity pro jects that will not only
pro vide more travel options for peo ple, but
also sup port and unite com mu ni ties across
America.”

As the first step in a series of changes in
the works, FHWA pro poses to reduce the
num ber of design cri te ria for high ways
des ig nated for speeds of less than 50 miles
per hour from 13 required ele ments to just
two required ele ments. On roads with
design speeds of 50 mph or more that typ i -
cally carry freight and more traf fic, the
num ber of cri te ria would be reduced from
13 to 10. 

In 1985, FHWA empha sized 13 design

Pub lic Trans por ta tion Use Grows in Paris,
Cre at ing More Oppor tu ni ties for Busi nesses
Pub lic Trans port, Two-wheel ers, Bicy cles, All See Big Gains

Paris is being touted as hav ing tre men dous
oppor tu ni ties for busi ness devel op ment,
thanks to the growth in alter na tive modes
of trans por ta tion. 

Accord ing to Paris Region Entreprises,
which sup ports the devel op ment of busi -
nesses deliv er ing the most eco nomic,
social and eco log i cal added value, there
has been sig nif i cant growth in trips taken
by pub lic trans port, motor ized two-wheel -
ers and bicy cles between 2001 and 2010.

The major ity of trips con tinue to be
made by cars but that has grown by only

0.6. By com par i son, daily pub lic trans por -
ta tion trips rose by 21 per cent in that time
period, with 8.5 mil lion trips daily, accord -
ing to the 2010 Regional Sur vey for Mobil -
ity and Trans por ta tion. Paris Region
pub lic trans port facil i ties serve 12 mil lion
res i dents of Paris, along with 47 mil lion
tourists each year.

Also between 2001 and 2010, daily
trips by motor ized two-wheel ers rose 34
per cent and trips by bicy cles grew 50
per cent.
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An improvement to accommodate cyclists as shown above might be able to be done
with less restrictions.
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The In ter na tional As so ci a tion of Pub lic
Trans port (UITP) has opened an of fice in
New York, its first in North Amer ica, to
sup port con tin ued growth in ur ban tran sit
pro jects across the con ti nent. 

Growth across North Amer ica is lead ing
to ma jor ef forts to mod ern ize ex ist ing tran -
sit sys tems, as well as build new in te grated
light rail tran sit, bus, rapid tran sit and metro
sys tems. UITP mem ber com pa nies in North 
Amer ica in clude some of the re gion’s big -
gest metro op er a tors in New York, Boston,
Wash ing ton, Mon treal and To ronto and
light rail sys tems in Phoe nix, Salt Lake
City, Ho no lulu, Ed mon ton and Van cou ver. 

The New York of fice opened in early
Oc to ber and will  be run by An drew Bata, an 
ur ban tran sit pro fes sional with more than 30 
years of ex pe ri ence. He pre vi ously was
Chief of In ter na tional Best Prac tice at MTA 
New York City Tran sit. As head of UITP’s
North Amer ica of fice, Bata’s job is to share
in ter na tional ex per tise with UITP’s North
Amer i can mem bers, work to con nect bike-
and car-shar ing sys tems with pub lic tran sit
and work in sup port of the UITP Global
Pub lic Trans port Sum mit that will take
place in Mon treal in May 2017.

UITP Boosts North Amer i can Pres ence With Of fice
in New York
New Of fice to Sup port De vel op ment of Ur ban Tran sit Pro jects

“ I’ m de lighted to be join ing UITP and
rep re sent ing the As so ci a tion in North
Amer ica,’’  Bata said. “As the global cen ter 
of knowl edge on sus tain able mo bil ity, I
am very much look ing for ward to help ing
UITP mem bers in North Amer ica tap in to
some of the in ter na tional ex per tise at UITP 
as well as show case some best prac tices
from the re gion.’’

Prior to the open ing of the New York of -

fice, UITP had a North Amer i can man ager
based in Brussels, Bel gium. How ever with
the time dif fer ence and dis tance, it was a
chal lenge to keep up and stay con nected,
said UITP spokes man An drew Can ning. 

The New York of fice will  work col -
labor atively with es tab lished as so ci a tions
such as the Amer i can Pub lic Trans port As -
so ci a tion (APTA), the Ca na dian Ur ban
Tran sit As so ci a tion (CUTA) and any other 
en ti ties that would also ben e fit fr om the
global con nec tiv ity that UITP has to of fer,
Can ning said. 

UITP is a store house of in ter na tional
best prac tices on the rail and bus in dus try
and sus tain able mo bil ity as a whole. With
the in creas ing glob al iza tion of trans port
tech nol ogy there is a de mand for cur rent
knowl edge about such con cepts as au to -
ma tion of ur ban met ros, the in creased de -
ploy ment of bus rapid tran sit sys tems, new
and in no va tive ad vanced fare col lec tion
sys tems, seam less intermodal trans fers,
real time in for ma tion apps and the ex plo -
sion in the use of so cial me dia.  

UITP also has an ex cel lent ro tat ing
train ing pro gram, which is pop u lar with
trans port sys tems and pro fes sion als
around the world. North Amer i can tran sit
agen cies have par tic i pated in such pro -
grams with great re views from par tic i pants 
re gard ing the con tent, Can ning said.

In ad di tion, UITP of fers a large va ri ety
of pro fes sional con fer ences, spe cifi c
modal and tech ni cal com mit tees, sem i nars, 
work shops and other fo cused meet ings to
ad vance the bet ter ment of ur ban trans port
with the over all aim of im prov ing the qual -
ity of lif e in cit ies. 

UITP rep re sents 1,400 mem bers across
96 coun tries and now counts 13 li ai son and
re gional of fices across the globe in ad di -
tion to its main of fice in Brussels.  

The as so ci a tion sup ports sus tain able ur -
ban mo bil ity and is the only world wide net -
work to bring to gether all pub lic trans port
stake holders and all  sus tain able trans port
modes. Its mem bers are pub lic trans port au -
thor i ties and op er a tors, pol icy de ci sion-mak -
ers, re search in sti tutes and the pub lic trans -
port sup ply and ser vice in dus try.  

For more in for  ma t ion,  v is i t :
www.uitp.org

A TTC streetcar in Toronto. Toronto is a member of the UITP along with other large
transit agencies. (Photo:  Cour tesy of the TTC)

Andrew Bata is the head of UITP's
North American office. (Photo: UITP) 
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Paris Re gion Entreprises cred its “a rich
and di verse eco sys tem that fed er ates ma -
jor groups, startups and com pet i tive ness
clus ters,’’ as well as solid sup port from
pol icy mak ers with fund ing for ex per i -
men ta t ion in  in  no va tive mobili ty
solutions.

For sev eral years, the Paris Re gion has
been firmly com mit ted to im ple ment ing
sus tain able and in no va tive mo bil ity
through out its ter ri tory, ac cord ing to Paris
Re gion Entreprises.

Key ini tia tives in clude:

· Com mis sion ing, by 2019, the first sec -
tion of the Grand Paris Ex press, com -
pris ing 205 km (127 miles) of fully-au -
to mated metro lines with 68 new sta -
tions, at a cost of $32 bil lion. This pro -
ject, unique in Eu rope, is in tended to be
the world’s most fully au to mated rapid
tran sit sys tem.

· Re plac ing,  by 2025,  the en t ire
4,500-bus fleet of the RATP (the Paris
Re gion’s pri mary pub lic trans port op er -
a tor) with elec tric or NGV ve hi cles.

· Suc cess fully de ploy ing Autolib’, the
world’s larg est car shar ing ser vice for
elec tric ve hi cles, and BlaBlaCar, the
world’s lead ing on line ride-shar ing res -
er va tion ser vice. These re flect new con -
sump tion pat terns for Paris Re gion res i -
dents, who are evolv ing from car own -
er ship to the use of shared ve hi cles.

· Fi nally, fu ture trends in clude greater
use of bi cy cles, with the Paris mayor’s
plan to dou ble the to tal length of bike
paths, from 700 km (435 miles) to day to 
1,400 (870 miles) in 2020.

Paris Re gion Entreprises aims to unite
busi nesses and other orgnanizations in the
Paris Re gion to op ti mize their growth lo -
cally and world wide. It also pro vides busi -
nesses long-term guid ance as they de -
velop and seeks to at tract for eign com pa -
nies and as sist in their set tle ment. It was
founded by the Paris Re gional Coun cil,
the Paris Re gion Cham ber of Com merce
and In dus try, Bpifrance and the French
Gov ern ment.

For  more in  for  ma t ion,  v is it :
www.parisregionentreprises.org

Continued from Page 1

Pub lic Trans por ta tion Use Grows in Paris, Creating More
Opportunities for Businesses

Transportation services in Paris is recognized for promoting business opportunities. 
(Graphic: Cour tesy of Paris Region Entreprises)

http://www.parisregionentreprises.org
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In a re cent judg ment, the In di ana Court of
Ap peals re versed the Su pe rior Court’s de -
nial of City’s mo tion for sum mary judg -
ment, in a case aris ing from an ac ci dent re -
sult ing in in ju ries to a pe des trian who trip -
ped and fell cross ing a city street that had
been ear marked for ma jor im prove ments.

Spe cif i cally, ac cord ing to City’s ev i -
dence, it was plan ning to re con struct the
street in clud ing the ac ci dent site, as op -
posed to per form ing piece meal re pairs.
The pro ject con sisted of pave ment re place -
ment, en closed storm drain age sys tem,
park ing lanes, a bike lane, curb and gut ter
re ha bil i ta tion, side walks and other im -
prove ments to the pedestrian and vehicular 
corridor.

Fur ther, the day be fore the sub ject ac ci -
dent, the City Coun cil held the sec ond of
the three votes nec es sary to is sue the bonds 
to fund the re con struc tion project.

Plain tiff had al leged neg li gence which
City re but ted, claim ing she was un able to
prove prox i mate cause be cause she did not
know which hole had caused her to fall;
that it was en ti tled to dis cre tion ary func -
tion im mu nity; and that plain tiff’s claim
was barred due to con trib u tory negligence.

Plain tiff re sponded, and a trial court
hear ing re sulted in an or der de ny ing City’s
mo tion for sum mary judg ment. City ap -
pealed.

The Ap peals Court noted that sum mary
judg ment was rarely ap pro pri ate in neg li -
gence ac tions, since neg li gence cases were
par tic u larly fact sen si tive and were gov -
erned by a stan dard of the ob jec tive rea -
son able per son, best ap plied by a jury af ter
hear ing all the evidence.

It also noted that un til 1988, the Court
dis tin guished be tween “min is te rial” and
“dis cre tion ary” acts to de ter mine whether
cer tain ac tions would be cov ered by im mu -
nity, where dis cre tion ary acts were im -
mune, min is te rial acts were not.

Then, af ter a land mark de ci sion, it ex -
pressly re jected the min is te rial/dis cre tion -
ary test, and held rather that dis cre tion ary
func tion im mu nity should be “nar rowly
con strued” be cause it was an ex cep tion to
the gen eral rule of liability.

It clar i fied that dis cre tion ary judg ments 

In di ana Court Ex am ines Dis cre tion ary Func tion
Im mu nity Af ter Woman Trips In Street

would not be im mune from le gal chal lenge 
un less they were clearly “pol icy” de ci -
sions re sult ing from the con scious bal anc -
ing of risks and ben e fits and/or weigh ing
of priorities. 

In place of the min is te rial/dis cre tion ary 
test, it adopted a “plan ning/op er a tional”
test, which pro vides that a gov ern men tal
en tity would be im mune from li a bil ity
when the al leged neg li gence arose from
de ci sions made at the plan ning level as op -
posed to the operational level.

How ever, the court did not fore see that
all de ci sions that in volved “judg ment or
dis cern ment” would be im mune, since it
was “dif fi cult to con ceive” of any of fi cial
act that did not in clude “some dis cre tion in
the man ner of its per for mance.”

In the case at bar, City claimed its de ci -
sion not to un der take “piece meal re pairs”
prior to the ac ci dent was sub ject to dis cre -
tion ary func tion im mu nity un der the plan -
ning/op er a tional test.

A ma jor ity of the Court ac cepted this
claim, ar gu ing that the City Coun cil was in
the plan ning phase of an im prove ment
pro ject; had bal anced bud get ary con cerns
with the need to re pair the street; had
planned to wholly re con struct the street;
and was in the pro cess of ap prov ing the re -
quired financing. 

Fur ther, that the de ci sions were made in 
pub lic as re quired by law, by elected pol icy 
mak ers, mem bers of the City’s Board of
Works and Safety and the City Coun cil, as
minuted at des ig nated meet ings of those
bodies.

It held that the fact that plain tiff framed
her case as sim ple neg li gence did not al ter
the fact that it ul ti mately opened to ques -
tion the de ci sion of the City to re con struct
the street in stead of mak ing smaller
repairs.

It there fore found that the City was en ti -
tled to dis cre tion ary func tion im mu nity
and re versed the trial court’s order.

The dis sent ing judge ar gued that “sim -
ply fill ing a pot hole” did not strike her as
the kind of “piece meal re pair” that was set
aside in fa vor of the over all im prove ment
project. 

Fur ther, she found no sup port in the ev i -
dence that the City made a con scious pol -
icy de ci sion to per form no re pairs be cause
a re con struc tion pro ject was be ing dis -
cussed, nor ev i dence that the City made an
as sess ment of re pairs that might be needed
pend ing the start of the re con struc tion pro -
ject, nor proof that it es tab lished a pol icy
based upon that assessment.

There fore she would af firm the trial
court’s de nial of sum mary judg ment.

Transportation Tort Liability: Case in Review

The cor ner of Main and 10th Street in Beech Grove, IN, where a pedestrian injured her 
leg. (Photo: Cour tesy of Google, Inc.)
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This Month’s Sur vey Re sults (Sur vey 1)

 Re duc ing Off-Street Park ing Re quire ments
  
Ear lier this month,  The Ur ban Trans por ta tion Mon i tor con ducted a na tion wide sur vey on “Re duc ing Off-Street Park ing Re quire -
ments” dur ing the last two weeks. Sur vey forms were sent to trans por ta tion pro fes sion als via email. Information was ob tained from six 
ju ris dic tions. The re sults of the sur vey are pub lished  here.

Con tact In for ma tion of Re spon dents to Sur vey

CONTACT NAME, ORGANIZATION NAME TELEPHONE, E-MAIL

Laura Harmon
Charlotte-Mecklenburg Planning Department
Charlotte, NC

704-336-4565
lharmon@charlottenc.gov

Randy McCourt
DKS As so ci ates
Portland, OR

503-243-3500
rsm@dksassociates.com

John Barry
Town ship of Nutley, NJ

973-284-4900 ext. 2167
jbarry@nutleynj.org

Fernanda Roveri
City of Monterey, CA

831-242-8788
roveri@monterey.org

Tyler Deke
Bend MPO
Bend, OR

541-633-9298
tdeke@bendoregon.gov

Michael Santos
Howard Stein Hud son
Boston, MA

617-348-3350
msantos@hshassoc.com 
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Re duc ing Off-Street Park ing Re quire ments 

N/A = not avail able

What is the name of the ju ris dic tion
where park ing re quire ments were
re duced? 

City of Char lotte, NC Port land Re gion, OR

What type of park ing re duc tion mea -
sure(s) were im ple mented? Please
in di cate the new re quire ment. (e.g.
"the min i mum park ing rate for of fice
build ings was re duced from 3.5
spaces per 1,000 square feet to 2
spaces per 1,000 square feet.).

For tran sit ori ented de vel op ment dis tricts, for most uses 
im ple mented max i mums park ing re quire ments:
Max i mum of 1.6 spaces per res i den tial unit (with abil ity
to park at up to 2 spaces per unit un der cer tain con di -
tions).
Max i mum of one space per 300 sq ft of of fice spaces
Max i mum of one space per 250 square feet for retail

Re gion ally, each city im ple ment maximumand min i mum 
park ing ra tios that were based upon ac tual data rather
than prior codes from other cit ies or old stud ies.

At which type of lo ca tions were
these park ing re duc tion mea sures
im ple mented? 

Around llight rail sta tions. All uses

For what pur pose(s) were park ing
re quire ments re duced?

To cre ate a more walkable, ur ban en vi ron ment. Gen er ally codes were set his tor i cally from past codes
and stud ies and were not nec es sar ily re flec tive of ac tual 
needs.

How was the amount of re duc tion in
park ing re quire ments de ter mined?
(e.g. a study/sur vey was con ducted
to de ter mine the  per cent age of in di -
vid u als who have an al ter na tive to
sin gle-oc cu pant ve hi cle com mut ing;
the amount of in ter nal trip-mak ing
due to mixed-use developments,
etc.).

Based on stan dard or di nance minumums. Ac tual sur vey data and sta tis tics on use by con text.
Also note in Se at tle sim i lar work was done for Right Siz -
ing Park ing.

Was there sig nif i cant op po si tion to a 
re duc tion in park ing re quire ments?
If so, who was op posed and how
were the ob jec tions overcome?

No Some mi nor con cern from leas ing agents but the flex i -
bil ity even tu ally was seen as very rea son able.

Were the park ing re duc tion mea -
sures ac com pa nied by an in crease
in al ter na tives to sin gle oc cu pant
ve hi cle commuting? 

Yes, con struc tion of light rail line. These were not hard wired to gether but over all sys tem
plan ning was done to im prove al ter na tives.  

In which year were the park ing re -
duc tion mea sures im ple mented?

Around 2005 2000's

Are the park ing re duc tion mea sures
con sid ered a suc cess? Please pro -
vide rea sons for your an swer.

Yes - form of de vel op ment around tran sit sta tions is
chang ing to be more walkable; de vel op ment com mu nity 
has been able to build us ing the park ing max i mums.

Yes - the fre quency of ex cess park ing has been sig nif i -
cantly re duced.  Places where low/zero park ing was ap -
pro pri ate were iden ti fied to be mar ket driven rather than 
code driven. One area of con cern is the zero park ing
ap pli ca tion should not be blan ket ap plied - it works but
NOT ev ery where and bal ance should be pro vided to
min i mize im pacts to ex ist ing neigh bor -
hoods/businesses.

What ad vice can you pro vide to
those con tem plat ing a re duc tion in
park ing re quire ments?

Need to have a strong ba sis for mak ing the change. Col lect real data and do not suc cumb to per cep tions
about park ing (ei ther pro vid ing too much or too lit tle).

What do you con sider to be the best 
re source (re port/book/per son/other)
on re duc ing park ing re quire ments? 

Don't know Right Sized Park ing out of Se at tle and King County - we 
pre pared a pa per that is help ful.  ITE Park ing Gen er a -
tion and ULI Shared Park ing when uti lized with good
judge ment.  ITE Port land State Uni ver sity Stu dent
Chap ter re search on down town park ing that is posted
on the WESTERNITE web site for stu dent data
collection.

Any fur ther com ments? None None
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Re duc ing Off-Street Park ing Re quire ments (con tin ued)

N/A = not avail able

What is the name of the ju ris dic tion
where park ing re quire ments were
re duced? 

Town ship of Nutley, NJ City of Monterey, CA

What type of park ing re duc tion mea -
sure(s) were im ple mented? Please
in di cate the new re quire ment. (e.g.
"the min i mum park ing rate for of fice
build ings was re duced from 3.5
spaces per 1,000 square feet to 2
spaces per 1,000 square feet.)

Re tail stores in B-3 Zone on first floor only:
1 park ing space for each 200 square feet of es tab lish ment,
ex cept if the lot size is less than 20,000 square feet, no
park ing is re quired. 
Ser vice Es tab lish ments  (Per sonal & House hold):  
1 park ing space for each 200 square feet of the es tab lish -
ment ex cept if the lot size is less than 20,000 square feet,
no park ing is re quired. A busi ness con ducted to ren der ei -
ther a per sonal ser vice, such as haircutting, nail sa lons,
shoe re pair or dry clean ing, or a house hold ser vice, such as
in sect ex ter mi na tion, the re pair of fur ni ture, small house hold 
ap pli ances or tele vi sion sets. A ser vice es tab lish ment, per -
sonal and house hold, shall not in clude mor tu ary ser vices,
the re pair on the pre mises of fur naces, re frig er a tors, air con -
di tion ers and other ar ti cles of sim i lar bulk and weight
Res tau rants and bars:
1 park ing space for each 10 seats, to be based on the max i -
mum seat ing ca pac ity.
Re tail stores in B-3 Zone only:
1 for each lot, except if the lot is less than 20,000 feet, none
re quired.          

Com mer cial: 
Max i mum of four spaces  per 1,000 GSF. No min i -
mum re quire ment  for com mer cial.  
Res i den tial: 5 spaces per unit.  Max i mum of 2
spaces per unit. All new  res i den tial de vel op ment
shall “unbundle”  the full cost of park ing from the
cost of  the hous ing it self, by cre at ing a sep a rate 
park ing charge.  Park ing space re quire ments may
be met  with an in-lieu fee.  Park ing may be shared
within a sin gle mixed-use  build ing with:
1) Res i den tial build ings and an off-site  park ing fa -
cil ity, pro vided that the off-site fa cil ity is within 1,000 
feet of the build ing  en trance
2) Non-res i den tial build ings and an off-site  park ing
fa cil ity, pro vided that the off-site  fa cil ity is within
1,250 feet of the build ing  en trance. 
Off-site shared park ing lo cated fur ther  than 1,000
feet can be con sid ered at  the dis cre tion of staff, so
long as there  is doc u men ta tion that rea son able 
pro vi sion has been made to al low offsite  park ers to 
ac cess the prin ci pal use  (e.g. a shuttle bus, valet
parking service,  free transit passes, etc.).

At which type of lo ca tions were
these park ing re duc tion mea sures
im ple mented? 

Busi ness, Re tail, Res tau rants, Ser vice Down town

For what pur pose(s) were park ing
re quire ments re duced?

To stim u late busi ness.  Re stric tive park ing re quire ments
dis cour aged busi ness op por tu ni ties.  En tre pre neurs were
given the op por tu nity to make a busi ness de ci sion based
upon the lim ited park ing in the developed downtown.

To make the down town more pe des trian-friendly
and re duce auto trips.

How was the amount of re duc tion in
park ing re quire ments de ter mined?
(e.g. a study/sur vey was con ducted
to de ter mine the  per cent age of in di -
vid u als who have an al ter na tive to
sin gle-oc cu pant ve hi cle com mut ing;
the amount of in ter nal trip-mak ing
due to mixed-use developments,
etc.).

Stud ies con ducted and rec om men da tions made to the Plan -
ning Board and Board of Com mis sion ers by the Code En -
force ment / Build ing Department.

A Monterey city wide park ing study re vealed oc cu -
pancy rates and pro vided rec om men da tions for re -
duc ing park ing re quire ments to make the down town 
more pe des trian friendly and re duce auto trips.

Was there sig nif i cant op po si tion to a 
re duc tion in park ing re quire ments?
If so, who was op posed and how
were the ob jec tions overcome?

No op po si tion The op po si tion was not sig nif i cant be cause we
were able to adopt the city wide park ing study rec -
om men da tions in our down town spe cific plan.

Were the park ing re duc tion mea -
sures ac com pa nied by an in crease
in al ter na tives to sin gle oc cu pant
ve hi cle commuting? 

N/A Yes, we have a multi-modal mo bil ity plan we've
been im ple ment ing which in cludes im prove ments to 
walk ing and bi cy cling in down town.

In which year were the park ing re -
duc tion mea sures im ple mented?

2014 10/01/2013

Are the park ing re duc tion mea sures
con sid ered a suc cess? Please pro -
vide rea sons for your an swer.

Yes.  New mixed use de vel op ment has been con structed,
new res tau rants opened and re tail va cancy rate is ex tremely 
low.

Yes be cause the re duc tion in park ing re quire ments
has al lowed for better use of space in down town
such as out door seat ing, beer gar dens, land scap -
ing, etc.

What ad vice can you pro vide to
those con tem plat ing a re duc tion in
park ing re quire ments?

Re stric tive park ing re quire ments dis cour age busi ness op -
por tu ni ties.  En tre pre neurs can be given the op por tu nity to
make a busi ness de ci sion to ward in vest ments based upon
the lim ited park ing in the developed downtown.

Do it. Get rid of min i mums. Don't be afraid of "too
lit tle park ing." Good things will hap pen. 

What do you con sider to be the best 
re source (re port/book/per son/other)
on re duc ing park ing re quire ments? 

Don ald Shoup, UCLA The High Cost of Free Park ing, by Don ald Shoup.

Any fur ther com ments? None None
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Re duc ing Off-Street Park ing Re quire ments (con tin ued)

N/A = not avail able

What is the name of the ju ris dic tion
where park ing re quire ments were
re duced? 

City of Bend, OR Boston, MA 

What type of park ing re duc tion mea -
sure(s) were im ple mented? Please
in di cate the new re quire ment. (e.g.
"the min i mum park ing rate for of fice
build ings was re duced from 3.5
spaces per 1,000 square feet to 2
spaces per 1,000 square feet.)

The City gen er ally fol lowed the rec om men da tions out -
lined in the fol low ing book:     http://www.or e -
gon.gov/lcd/tgm/doc u ments/smartdevelopmentcodehan
dbook.pdf     Ad di tion ally, the City does not re quire new
park ing for de vel op ment in the down town area. In stead, 
a fee is as sessed that is used to pro vide cen tral ized
(parking garage) parking. 

Park ing re quire ments are set on a case by case ba sis
through zon ing waiv ers for the ma jor ity of new de vel op -
ment pro jects span ning res i den tial, of fice, and re tail
based on the con text of the neigh bor hood and the na -
ture or the development. 

At which type of lo ca tions were
these park ing re duc tion mea sures
im ple mented? 

Re tail/com mer cial ar eas and res i den tial areas Mul ti fam ily res i den tial pro jects, mixed use de vel op -
ments, and of fice de vel op ments lo cated in ur ban infill
sites. 

For what pur pose(s) were park ing
re quire ments re duced?

To pro mote infill and re de vel op ment by re duc ing park -
ing costs. To pro mote ur ban de vel op ment - de vel op -
ment that sup ports walk ing, bik ing, and transit. 

Most de vel op ments have good tran sit ac cess, are in
prox im ity to car shar ing ser vices, and have good bi cy cle 
fa cil i ties in the area. 

How was the amount of re duc tion in
park ing re quire ments de ter mined?
(e.g. a study/sur vey was con ducted
to de ter mine the  per cent age of in di -
vid u als who have an al ter na tive to
sin gle-oc cu pant ve hi cle com mut ing;
the amount of in ter nal trip-mak ing
due to mixed-use developments,
etc.)

As noted ear lier, the City gen er ally fol lowed the rec om -
men da tions in the Smart De vel op ment Code handbook.

It is some what ar bi trary, but most re duc tions fall within
City de fined guide lines for park ing ra tios. 

Was there sig nif i cant op po si tion to a 
re duc tion in park ing re quire ments?
If so, who was op posed and how
were the ob jec tions overcome?

Not to my knowl edge The big gest op po si tion co mes from neigh bors that feel
the de vel op ment will cre ate more of a bur den for on
street parking. 

Were the park ing re duc tion mea -
sures ac com pa nied by an in crease
in al ter na tives to sin gle oc cu pant
ve hi cle commuting? 

The City has been work ing to build out its bi cy cling and
walk ing in fra struc ture. 

Al ways. 

In which year were the park ing re -
duc tion mea sures im ple mented?

Ap prox i mately 2007 This is an on go ing pol icy and is ac com plished on a pro -
ject by pro ject ba sis through the zon ing board. In some
cases, the city has rezoned ar eas to fall more in line
with the cur rent land uses. 

Are the park ing re duc tion mea sures
con sid ered a suc cess? Please pro -
vide rea sons for your an swer.

They were def i nitely a suc cess in the down town area.
We've seen a sig nif i cant amount of new con struc tion
(infill/re de vel op ment) over the past 10 years in
downtown. 

For the most part, yes. It is a dif fi cult met ric to mea sure
in a dense ur ban area. 

What ad vice can you pro vide to
those con tem plat ing a re duc tion in
park ing re quire ments?

Have all of the sup port ing in for ma tion in place - the pur -
pose of re duced park ing re quire ments, the po ten tial
ben e fits, the po ten tial im pacts, the plan to pro mote al -
ter nate modes, etc.  

Pro vide vi a ble al ter na tives to au to mo bile us age. Cen -
sus data is also a use ful tool to de ter mine the ex ist ing
au to mo bile own er ship rates for res i den tial uses for
specific areas. 

What do you con sider to be the best 
re source (re port/book/per son/other)
on re duc ing park ing re quire ments? 

Don ald Shoup pro vides good con text as to why park ing
re quire ments should be re duced. The Smart Code
hand book (ref er enced ear lier) pro vides good draft code
lan guage. There are also good park ing con sul tants
(Rick Wil liams Con sult ing is some one we use) to help
with the dis cus sions and do the technical work. 

Ex ist ing cen sus data and mar ket stud ies are very use -
ful. Each de vel op ment is unique in ur ban ar eas and
needs to be eval u ated as such. There are unique fea -
tures of ev ery de vel op ment (prox im ity to tran sit, tar get
de mo graph ics, prox im ity to ame ni ties, pre vail ing neigh -
bor hood char ac ter is tics) that need to be considered. 

Any fur ther com ments? We are ac tu ally just hired Rick Wil liams con sult ing to
de velop a new park ing plan for the City. The plan will: 1) 
up date the down town park ing plan, 2) de velop a park ing 
plan for a rap idly re de vel op ing area; and 3) de velop a
city wide plan to ad dress Or e gon's re quire ments that
MPO area re duce park ing per ca pita by 10% over the
plan ning ho ri zon. He will work with us to re view the
City's cur rently park ing code to de ter mine if we are on
track to meet that requirement. 

Park ing re quire ments may be more stan dard ized in
more auto-centric sub ur ban ar eas that lack vi a ble al ter -
na tive modes of trans por ta tion and dis jointed land use
pat terns. Ur ban infill de vel op ment is more nuanced and
park ing re quire ments need to be tai lored to smaller ar -
eas. Of ten times, the un der ly ing zon ing was set de -
cades ago for dif fer ent land uses than what cur rently
ex ists (e.g. res i den tial infill in pre vi ously in dus trial ar -
eas). To ad dress this is sue, city plan ning and zon ing
agen cies should con duct com pre hen sive rezoning stud -
ies so there can be more consistency in the off-street
parking requirements. 


























