Carbon Dioxide (CO2) Emissions

(M)

NOTE: The 2013 CLRP analysis
does not account for new federal
fuel economy standards. When
included, it is expected that new |
model will show a decrease in ‘
CO2 emissions.
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SoriryGeldiiatrsiciEnge (I-99,1-3935 - 495) eCurngiate)

$3800 Million
50 Bridges

Unknown
Maintenance
costs

Simply
moved the
bottlenecks
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oNone of the ICC
alternatives will have
a substantial impact
on the levels of
service [congestion]
experienced by
motorists on the
Capital Beltway,
1-270 or | -95 within
the Study Area. 0

1997 Federal Study on the
Intercounty Connector, Volume 3,
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Debate over Regional Activity CentarsVhere
are the East Metro Station Centers?

Princé William
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U.S. Greenhouse Gas U.S. Oil Dependency
Emissions

Greenhouse Gases by Source

Other 7%

Transportation
35%

Buildings
45%
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Emerging Global Warming Consensus:

U.S. must cut Greenhouse Gases
60-80% below 1990 levels by 2050
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GROWING

THE EVIDENCE ON URBAN DEVELOPMENT AND CLIMATE CHANGE

COOLER

REID EWING

KEITH BARTHOLOMEW
STEVE WINKELMAN
JERRY WALTERS

DON CHEN
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US VMT Growth Projected to Outpace
Vehicle & Fuel Improvements (Fig 2-3)
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Transportation Greenhouse Gases:
3 Legs of a Stool
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SOLUTIONS:
Network of Livable Communities
(1996)
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‘Reality Check 2005
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Two Views of Cities and CO,
CO; Generated by Automobiles in the San Francisco Region per Yeor

Traditional View: Emerging View:
Citiess produce Wege amounts of GHGs. City dweders produce relatively low armounts of GHGs.

0
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Each color represonts one tifth of the land area on each map.

o= From: Center for Neighborhood Technolagy
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VMT & Residential Density

Driving vs Residential Density

il ]
1

100 150 200
Households/Residential Acre

Holtzclaw, Clear, Dittmar, Transportation Planning and Technology, 2001.
(www reconnectingamerica.org
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The District is Growing

Household and Population Growth: 1990 - 2012

Population
1.9%/year

Households
2.2%/yr

€

Between 2007 & 2012
PP IRFYE  the District also added
38,000 jobs at an annual

growth rate of 1.1%

RERNERRRE
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The Luxury of Choice
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82.4% of DC households are car-lite

(<1 cars)
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|
, | | | -
38.5% of DC households do not own any vehicles

46% of all trips by fooft, bike or transit

51.5% of all commuting trips by foot, bike or transit
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Walkable
Communities
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Cool Communities

Identifying Climate-Friendly Developments
in the Washington D.C. Region

Executive Summary

April 12,2010
A Coalition for Smarter Growth research report
www smartergrowth.net
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5D COALITION FOR SMARTER GROWTH

Our Vision

See our blueprint for the
D.C. mMetro region and
surrounding areas. »

Donate

Help us continue to
WOrk in ¥your comimuniby
and throughout the
region. »

Take Action

Speak up for smart
growth in vour area. »

R L

Invest Prince George’s

Discover the potenrtial of Prince George’s | 5 Metro stcations.

o

Prince George's County, Marvland offers the best economic
development and private investment opportunity in the
robustWashington, D.C. region — 15 Metro stations with
direct access to one ofthe na n's leading employment
centers. Emplovers and residents at Metro station
communities in Prince George's can enjoy short commutes
to downtown YWashington, D.C., an Amirak station on the
MNortheast Corridor, 30 minute rail access to National Airport,
and bus and rail connections to Baltimore-YWashington
Airport. The University of Maryland, IRS headguarters,
Census Bureau, a new Department of Homeland Security
headquarters on the east side ofthe District of Columbia,
and expanded defense fa ies at Joint Base Andrews are
just a few of the major employers in or adjacent to Prince
George's Metro stations.

vwhile other regions scramble to fund new transit systems,
Prince George's County already has the systerm and stations in place, and the commitment of local, regional
and state government to support private investment. Meanwhile, new federal sustainability programs for
funding infrastructure are tailor-made for supporting transit-oriented development at the doorstep to the
MNation's Capital.

The Metrorail systermm connects hundreds ofthousands of jobs and millions of people in Suburban Maryland,
MNorthern Yirginia, and the District of Columbia. The region has some of the best examples of walkable,
transit-oriented development in the nation with property values, occupancy rates, sales prices and rents
weathering the recession far better than suburban development. As the region and traffic congestion grow,
the reliable, high speed travel connections offered by Metrorail will rise in value.

This document demonstrates the opportunities for development around each of Prince George's County's
15 Metrorail stations. It offers a wealth of information for investors seeking access to the strong YWashington,
D.C. market by capitalizing on the region’'s most strategic, vet undervalued sites.

YWhy Transit-Oriented Development
Transit-oriented development (TOD) is commonly
defined as higher-density, mixed-use development
within walking distance — usually within 4 mile — of
transit stations. A Robert Charles Lesser & Company
L On study examined the growing demand for
housing in transit-o nted developments, and the
economics oftransit-oriented development. The
assessment found the following:

Growing Demand for Transit-Oriented Communibies
- F L3 are shri i According to the U.S. Census, the average household sizes
inthe U.S. have steadily decreased from 4.6 in 1900 to 2.59 in 2000. The average household size
in 2000 in the District of Columbia Metropolitan Statistical Area (MSA) was 2.2 persons. RCLCO
predicts greater than 859 growth in households without children by 2025,
= Cost of living is on the rise. The cost of living has increased substantially since 2006, with
gasoline prices nearly 30% higher, and food prices nearly 20% higher. As a result, RCLCO pre-
dicts that close-in, transit-accessible, and smaller, more affordable housing units will be in higher
demand.
= The for si i in tr suburban communities is de-
creasing. RCLCO found that 62% of consumers today prefer traditional suburban communities,
but only 502 will in the future. In addition, 2% of consumers today prefer single-family detached
homes, but only 6896 wi n the future.
= Generations X and Y are showing a preference for - About
one-half of Generation X and ¥ prefer to live in an urban setting, and about two-thirds would trade
lot size for the ability to walk to work.

Economics of Transit-Oriented Development

- is more than tr sSuburban development.
In the long term, the value {value creationfcash flow) of mixed-use development is substantially
greater than tra nal suburban development.

-Pr i i to tr it cr - Regardless of land use, properties in proximity to transit
are more valuable than those that are not.

= Public infrastructure costs are more in ban areas. Public infrastruc-
ture costs per dwelling unit are almost twice the cost in suburban areas ($28,000/unit) than in
urban areas ($16,000/unit).

- cr - Property values of high-density development
are greater than those of low-density development.

Suppo e Plans & Zoning ==




THINKING BIG

A Primer for Greater Washington’s Next Generation of Transit

Coalition for Smarter Growth

Kembem
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And Our Own!

M Reston




