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Land Use and Transportation

Targeted Zones for the High Density Scenario
and relationship with Transit Centers and Corridors
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Growth vs. Bridges, Jobs vs. Houses

2035 Bridge Crossing Times (NOT total commute times!)
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Diversify the Economy

Change in New Mexico Employment, 2011-2012
From Quarterly Census of Employment and Wages
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UNM’s Bureau of Business and Economic
Research estimates that sequestration will result
in a permanent loss of roughly 20,000 jobs.

Federal jobs as % of total in NM, 1969-2009
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Source of data: US Bureau of Economic Analysis

* 1 of every 14 jobs in NM is
associated with Kirtland Air
Force Base (KAFB).

> S1 of every S5 in wages in
ABQ metro area comes
from KAFB or the Sunport.
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Demographic & Market Changes

2015 Age Pyramid
75-79 34 =, 71 MMG
[

70-74 50

+ Boomers

y

Want large 1 bedroom residence

Want to be close to amenities

* Millennials

BUILDERS : : i
BUILDERS 3 times more likely to use transit

THE BUSINESS OF BUILDING STRONGER COMMUNITIES

THE CB BLOG WEBINARS

Prefer smaller home closer to
work and play
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In Denver and Durango, Basalt and beyond, empty nesters are
creating vibrant downtowns

Posted on December 15, 2013 | Author(s): Jennifer Hill — 1 Comment

Downtown Living: Baby Boomers are buying it, but Millennials
want it

Posted on December 31, 2013 | Author(s): Jennjfer Hill — 2 Comments



Millennials = Workforce

In 2001, those aged
16 to 34 years of age
drove 10,300 miles a
year.

In 2009, they drove an

LU average 7,900 miles.

“Demographics is
destiny”

“l expect not only to
take all of [Portland
and Seattle’s] bikers,
but | also want all the
jobs that come with
this.”
- Mayor Rahm
Emanuel, Chicago

“IThis] should be a
city where you can
live, work and play

and not have to get a} ﬂ‘“ﬁi'f‘é::‘s

into your car.”
- Mayor Bob
Buckhorn, Tampa

“Mayor Rahm
Emanuel called out
Seattle, saying he
wanted our bikers and
our tech jobs. We’re
going to work to keep
them here.”
- Mayor Mike McGinn,
Seattle

Source: APBP Webinar, “Economic Benefits of Walkable and

Bike Friendly Communities,” Green Lane Project, 2013



Placemaking = Job Creation

“If job creation can be spurred by
municipal government, that
phenomenon will be driven by the
ability of the city to build public spaces
where people want to live, work, shop
and invest. This exercise is called

‘placemaking.”
— Spokane Councilor Richard Rush
(July 2011)

“You cannot be for a startup, high-tech

economy and not be pro-bike.”
— Chicago Mayor Rahm Emanuel
(December 2012)
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Planning — November 2013

Prosperity Comes in Cycles

Bicycle trails can pump up local economies.
American Planning Association

By Rick Pruetz, FAICP

Spanning rivers, railroads, highways, and, occasionally, entire valleys, the Great Allegheny
Passage/CR0 Canal Towpath was finally completed this May, creating a continuous off-road bike
path from Pittsburgh to Washington, D.C. Bicyclists who previously used individual segments can
now spend days, or weeks, roaming the Pennsylvania and Maryland countryside on a 335-mile
"super-bikewayv."

e Wrt'u; Parli

Placemaking is the best way to
generate lasting prosperity at
afime when technology gives
people and companies greater
freedom towork and do business
wherever they please.

QM COMMON GRyMD WINTER 2011

amaking

A Community's Appeal
Drives Economic Prosperity

By B Sobeng

£ a city appealing becanse ifs prosperows or ks it
prospem s becanse s appealing?
That ray sound like 3 chicken-orege question,
but in this case, the s a right answer — orat bast
a growing awarendass that creating wWhmnt pablic
spane k awinning eoonomic strtegy.
Asa report by the Froject fior Public Spaces (F1'5) points
out, place bas abmys mattersd. The fiest cities, after all
ererged becanse people pathemd =t cmesmads, ceating
lively hubs to enchange goods and ideas.
The basic premie holds true today. Cities need ap-
pealing plares — pads, plams, main streets, markets
— wihers people can interact. Prowvide thern, and pros-
perity — in the form of jobs — wdll follow.
“This k what buwinese seek” states the FPS mport.
“They want phoes that am attractive to employess
places where connections can happen, where prodoctiv-
ity and creativity increase and wher the professdional
networks foster collsbortion and innovation ™
The mport, “Putting Cur Jobs Back in Place™ argues
that placeraking k the bt way o geremte bsting
proeperity at atime when technology gives people and
cornpanies greater fredom to wodt and do business
whe Ever they please.
"“Theret a realimtion ... that capital and people can go
whe e they like more than ever before, " says Ethan Fant,
a viee pesident with FP'S a ronprofit oganization
based in Tew Hod: that belps cities crate public spaces.
“Forthat mason, place mattes more than ewer™




But the message is not.

26

U.S. Markets to Watch: Overall Real Estate Prospects

1 San Francisco (2/1/1)

2 Houwston (1/3/2)

3 SanJose (5/2/3)

4 New York City (3/4/5)

5 Dallas/FortWorth (6/6/4)
6 Seattle (4/7/7)

7 Austin(7/10/5)

8 Meami (10/5/8)
9 Boston (8/8/9)
10 Orange County, CA (3/12/10)

11 Demver (13/14711)
12 Nashwille {14/11/15)
13 Los nI'IqL'hZQ\ 15/13/17)

6/26/18)
b (24/22123

5 PhJEHII{( 12 rs,l"a.J

26 Atlanta (23/27/22)

27 Northem New Jersey [28/31/20)
8 Inland Empire {27/24/28)
29 Honoksk/Hawaii -'?9."[‘5.1’30]

31 Indlanapo |<’3-1.f93”.5:|
32 Pittsburgh (3137737
33 Wesichester/Fa

34 Virginia Beach/N [
85 Kansas City (35/30/43)
36 51, Louls (37/32/42)

37 Baltimore (38/40/36)
38 Las Venas (32/4341)
39 Jlacksonvills (42/42/34)
40 Sacramento (40/44/32)
41 Cincinnati (41/34/44)
42 Columbus (43/3546)
43 Orlahoma City (4541/39)
A4 Tycson (39/47/38)

A5 Milwaukes [44/38/47)
46 Albuguergus (46/45/40)
A7 New Orleans (46/46/45)
48 Memphis (47/43/48)

A9 Cleveland (50/48/50)
50 Providence, Rl (49/50/43)
51 Detroit (51/51/51)

Source: Emenging Trands in Rea Esfale 2074 survey.

Hioke: Nurbers in pateniiveses arerankings ko, in cedes, inveshment, desilopment, and
hormebuliding.

“American infill
locations offering
walkability and
strong transit
systems continue

to outshine the

others.”
- 2013 Emerging
Trends in Real

Estate

émf.-rgir;g Trends Overall Real Estate Prospects Rank, Change from 2013

FRank changs

| Altu fuangue
| Raleigh/Durhiam

Dire
St Louis
Indianapalis |88

Inland Em

Source: Emerging Trends i Azl Eslale surveys.
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Shift in Transportation Modes

Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) Per Capita — Transit Ridership — ABQ Metro Area
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New Transit Innovations

iors  londscope  planning  engineerin
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* Respond to new e s i
market demand. Y

1
L1

- Need transit- 3
supportive land N NG SEinSeAEA
uses and densities S RSN
along corridors. vl = )

R _ | Bus Rapid Transit or Transit Study Corridor




Land Use & Transportation

Streets Should Be Multi-Purpose Tools.
Which One Would You Rather Have?
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Land Use & Transportation

Streets Should Be Multi-Purpose Tools.
Which One Would You Rather Have?

Single-purpose roadways

limit economic

: transporte
develc;rya{opportunities
and transportation options.
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Planning— Economic Development

Economic

kability
Quality Development

of Life sustainability timodal options

illennial market

* Baby Boomer market

Placemaking

* Compact, sustainable
development

* Quality of life for all
areas of the city




How did we get to where we are today?

1959 City Limits




* First Zoning Code
adopted in 1959

1959 City Limits




1979 City Limits




g,
&
* First Comprehens
adopted
* Second ;oning 1979 City Limits
replaces the ori e j
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W

5 o ; Los Duranes (1976
o= (_)Id Town (1977) “? Downtown Neighborhood Area (1976)

Huning Highland (1978)

1970s SDPs

First Sector Development Plans




1970s SDPs

1989 City Limits




" North 1-25 (1986)

ﬁ p % % Vineyard (1987)
»

U_niversity of Albuquerque (1982)

? Mclellan Park (1984)

o University Neighborhoods (1986)
: Nob Hill Highland (1988)

Trumbull (1981)

Huning Castle/Reynolds (1981

West Rt. 66 (1987)

vk

AT
~
=\She

South Broadway (1986)

% % 7

East Gateway (formerly Singing Arrow) (1983)

1970s SDPs
1980s SDPs

1989 City Limits




1970s SDPs
1980s SDPs
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1970s SDPs
1980s SDPs

1999 City Limits




High Desert (1990) '

f

.J
Martineztown/Santa Barbara (1990)

‘ Uptown 1995)

~2 South Martineztown (1995)

/ BareI3993~
,//////////////_ - IO

7/7//%!
/%

1970s SDPs

1980s SDPs

1999 City Limits 1990s SDPs




Noth 1-25 (Updated 2010)

-
. /i

Volcano Heights (2013) "

L/

Volcano Trails (2011)

Westland (2009)

South Yale (2009) L .

East Gateway (updated 2010)

1970s SDPs
1980s SDPs

1990s SDPs
2000s SDPs




»

= 1970s SDPs

* Comprehensive Plan 19805 SDPs

update in 2001 & 2013 1990s SDPs
= 2000s SDPs




Confusing, problematic system
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What's wrong with this picture?

Parcels

Regulated
Regulated by SDP or
only by
Zoning

Overlay

Zone
Code 47%

53%
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Objectives Wiy
— - ]

e Simplify * Promote placemaking and

: economic development
e Streamline

* Update * Coordinate land use and
e Coordinate transportation

* Meet new market demands

e Activate * Protect/enhance special places

Economic
Development

Placemaking




Objectives

Promote placemaking and economic
development

e Simplify
e Streamline
e Update
e Coordinate

Meet new market demands

Coordinate land use and transportation

Protect/enhance special places

e Activate How

- ]

* Reduce layers

Economic
Development

Sustainability * |ncrease ConSiStency
* Minimize appeals
Placemaking °® Extend gOOd ideaS

* Eliminate bad ideas




The Trick

* Finding the sweet spot
« Still fair and enforceable

* Still streamlined
» Still feasible and effective
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The Challenge

E MAZK RDERSOMN, ALL ZIGHTS ZESEZVED  WWWANDERTOONS Com

“"I'm here about the details.”




What will success look like?
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Questions?

Russell Brito
Manager — Urban Design & Development
Planning Dept.
rbrito@cabq.gov
505-924-3337

Mikaela Renz-Whitmore
Long-range Planner — Planning Dept.

mrenz@cabq.gov
505-924-3932

Andrew Webb
Policy Analyst — Council Services
awebb@cabqg.gov
505-768-3161
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