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About this Report

This report has been created as part of a grant from the California Department of Transportation (“Caltrans”), sponsored by Los Angeles Metro. The Center
for Transit-Oriented Development (CTOD) was funded by Caltrans to assess why stations are — or are not — supporting transit-oriented characteristics,
and to identify strategies that could help station areas achieve high transit ridership, lower VMT, provide housing for a mix of incomes and guard against
displacement, and create healthy, prosperous neighborhoods where people of all incomes have a multitude of travel options. In completing this assessment,
CTOD has created numerous GIS-based and other data evaluation tools to help practitioners evaluate existing conditions and categorize existing and planned
fixed-guideway station areas in the City of Los Angeles according to a variety of place types that provide a sense of their density, scale and mix of uses.

About the Center for Transit-Oriented Development

The Center for Transit-Oriented Development is the only national nonprofit effort dedicated to providing best practices, research and tools to support
market-based development in walkable communities near public transportation. We are a partnership of two national nonprofit organizations — Reconnecting
America and the Center for Neighborhood Technology — and a for-profit research and consulting firm, Strategic Economics. Together, we work at the
intersection of transportation planning, regional planning, climate change and sustainability, affordability, economic development, real estate and investment.
Our goal is to help create neighborhoods where young and old, rich and poor, can live comfortably and prosper, with affordable and healthy lifestyle choices
and ample and easy access to opportunity for all.
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Transit and T0D: A New Regional Movement

Los Angeles is a leader in a national movement of cities
and regions that are investing in fixed-guideway transit.
This movement is growing exponentially in the U.S. with
the dawning awareness that the era of cheap, plentiful
energy—the paradigm upon which our transportation
systems and development patterns have been built—
is drawing to a close. Consumers have been jolted by
volatile gas prices and the severity of the foreclosure
crisis—which hit suburban and exurban communities
the hardest, especially where commutes are long and
expensive. And concerns about climate change and the
need to dramatically decrease driving and greenhouse gas
emissions loom large on the horizon. Meanwhile, road
building has done nothing to relieve traffic congestion.
Los Angeles in particular increasingly suffers from its
congestion, losing an estimated $900 million annually
from time spent driving. In fact, Los Angeles has the
worst congestion in the nation, according to several
studies.

This new reality wasn’t lost on Los Angeles County
voters who surmounted the two-thirds vote requirement
to pass Measure R in 2008. Measure R will raise $30
billion for 11 new rail lines and extensions, including
light rail, bus rapid transit, and the subway to the
sea. When combined with the existing and planned 100
miles of track and 71 stations in the city of Los Angeles

Testing the Gold Line East Side Extension before service begins.

alone, this investment will create a system of significant
magnitude, and will provide the infrastructure for a new
pattern of growth and development in Los Angeles.

However, transit infrastructure alone is not enough
to sustain the economic vitality of Los Angeles, nor
to support residents in their ability to find affordable,
healthy, and prosperous places to live. Transit-oriented
development (TOD) is a the term used to describe a
fundamental set of objectives that can be achieved
through integrated transit planning, development,
urban design, streetscape improvements, and
reinvestment. In Los Angeles, where many areas are
built out already, rethinking the neighborhoods around
transit will require more than new development.
Instead of transit-oriented development, TOD in Los
Angeles refers to transit-oriented districts, where the
aforementioned components contribute to creating
livable neighborhoods, linking residents to jobs, and
stabilizing low income communties.

This mixed-use development over the Wilshire and Vermont station
includes 90 affordable units.
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10D as a Tool for Change

The goals of TOD are broader than simply a better
and more efficient transportation system, and can be
broken down into two primary goals: one regional and
one local.

At the regional level, TOD can facilitate and generate

momentum for market-driven investment that can

be self-sustaining over time. This goal relies on

transportation networks and development patterns that

support:
= Access to economic opportunity by linking

residents with employment and service

destinations and supporting synergistic growth
of job centers;

= Lower combined housing + transportation
costs through the reduced need to own and
drive cars to get to work and daily needs;

= Reduced public infrastructure costs by
directing compact development to existing
developed areas while preserving regional open
space and farmland;

= Improved public health by creating walkable
neighborhoods that encourage physical activity;
and

= Cleaner air and water by reducing traffic

congestion and air- and water-based pollution.

At the local level, TOD can direct the velocity and
trajectory of neighborhood change when necessary
to provide neighborhood stability. This goal relies on
transportation and development investments that:

= Support community-based projects that
maximize the benefits transit hubs can offer
Los Angeless low- and moderate-income
communities;

= Build transportation and housing that can
make target neighborhoods more regionally
competitive; and

= Promote the integration of public and private
investments to address issues such as: weak real
estate markets, undeveloped and underutilized
land, and the disconnects between low-income
people and affordable housing, employment and
asset-building opportunities in the region.
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Downtown Los Angeles workers board the DASH bus to begin their

trips home.
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Affordable housing development at the Hollywood and Western
station offers low combined housing and transportation costs.
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Downtown LA’s proposed streetcar may run on Broadway, where
many historic buildings have been creatively reused.
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Transit and T0D in LA

As the most economically and ethnically diverse region
in the country, with a range of development patterns
spanning more than a century, Los Angeles’s station areas
encompass a broad array of demographic, physical, and
economic characteristics. The transit network extends
to neighborhoods with very low, low, moderate, and
high incomes, nationally known ethnic enclaves, varying
degrees of development opportunities, and some of
the lowest—and highest—rates of car ownership in the
country. Thus, the strategies to create successful TOD
will differ depending on the current context of each
station area.

Transit investment and transit-oriented districts are
keys to enhancing affordable living.
= The Los Angeles region is notorious for high
housing and transportation costs, even in the
current recession. Nationally, the combined cost
of housing and transportation averages about 47
percent of household income, but households
in Southern California pay about 54 percent of
regional median income.’
= However, transit-rich neighborhoods in the
city offer much lower transportation costs. The
average cost in Koreatown—with its very high
employment and housing density, wide array of
housing types, and rich transit network including
four subway stops—is just 31 percent.
= A 2009 study by the American Public
Transportation  Association  found  that

households that used transit saved an average of
$10,000 in Los Angeles.”

Wilshire Blvd. connects residents to the Metro’s purple line and to

the broader network of rapid buses.

When residents can walk, bike or take transit instead of driving,
communities can lower their total GHG emissions.

Transit-oriented districts are a climate action
strategy.
= CTOD found that households living near public
transportation can reduce transportation-related
greenhouse gas emissions by an average of 43
percent. Households living in central business
districts, which typically have the richest mix
of jobs, transit, destinations and density, could
reduce their vehicle related emissions by 78
percent.
= A recent survey of the Gateway Cities Council
of Governments (Gateway COG) showed that
80 percent of cities in the Gateway COG had
considered TOD as a way to reduce vehicle miles
traveled, and a majority had also considered
land-use strategies including promoting infill and
mixed-use development to increase residential
and employment density.”

There is growing support for TOD from market
and business interests.
= 'The new Urban Land Institute/Pricewaterhouse
Coopers “Emerging Trends in Real Estate
Report” for 2010, while cautioning that little
developmentwill occur in the near term, is bullish
on the future market for infill development in
walkable neighborhoods near transit.
= Agrowing coalition of private actors—including
labot, environmentalists and business—show
keen interest in jumpstarting Measure R
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investments, and possibly accelerating the 30-
year program so that system expansion could be
completed in 10 years.

= Anumber of national studies have demonstrated
that property values in walkable
neighborhoods have increased or held steady

urban

in value more than comparable properites in
suburban locations. The price of homes in some
communities in L.os Angeles is local evidence of
this trend.”

= Even the Urban Land Institute’s Los Angeles
District Office has recognized the importance
of TOD investments and is subsidizing technical
assistance panels for five cities that are offering
properties near stations up for development.

The Warner Center plans to transform from a suburban office

park to a transit-oriented “downtown” for the San Fernando Valley.

Planning for transit-oriented districts is already
well underway.
= The Southern California Association of
Governments’ Compass Blueprint Two Percent
Strategy stresses that new development should
be focused near stations;
= Mayor Villaraigosa promotes mixed-income,
mixed-use development near 20 stations in his
5-year housing plan, and planning efforts are
underway at 10 of them;
= the Planning Deptartment is integrating TOD
planning into community plan updates the Expo
and Eastside Lines;
= both the Community Redevelopment Agency

and the L..A. Unified School District understand
the value of these sites.

Achieving TOD success will require the involvement
of many public and private organizations, not just
one.
= The current real estate downturn offers an
opportunity for public agencies and private or
non-profit advocates to align resources and
plans before the market heats up and raises the
cost of development near stations.
= A successful TOD strategy will involve not just
putting supportive land use regulations in place,
but also ensuring future stations are designed to
maximize development opportunity, creating a
street network that caters to pedestrians, bicycles,
and cars, acquiring and assembling key parcels
for development, and ensuring that there are
programs in place to build and preserve housing
for low and moderate income households.

Santa Monica may be connected to the Mefro transit system

through a line nicknamed “Subway to the Sea.”

The TOD typology, station profiles and other tools
offered in this report offer a basis for understanding
how stations currently perform relative to TOD
goals, how investments might be prioritized and
coordinated in the future, who should play a role
in future TOD implementation, and how to bring
TOD from “clever exceptionalism” to widespread
implementation.
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Project Qverview

Practitioners and advocates in the transportation, land
use, economic development and housing fields in Los
Angeles know that we have a long way to go to maximize
TOD potential. Therefore this report, completed
with funding from a Caltrans Community-Based
Transportation Planning grant, set out to determine
why good TOD is — or is not — occurting around
stations, and to strategize about ways that station area
performance could be improved. CTOD examined the
current success of transit-oriented districts through a
data-driven analysis and a discussion with focus groups
from five transit corridors in the city. CTOD created
a variety of tools measuring current performance
including a station typology, station area profiles, and a
set of regional screen maps that analyze demographic
and economic conditions throughout the City.

This toolbox provides the City of Los Angeles and
the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation
Authority with a big picture view of how all station
areas in the city relate to one another, and provides
snapshots of stationareainformationincluding ridership,
auto ownership, commute mode, and neighborhood
change. In a state where station area plans can average
about $500,000 each, and in a city with 71 existing and
under construction stations, this approach offers a cost
effective way to provide the City, community advocates,
and Los Angeles County Metro with information that
can enhance future TOD opportunities.

CTOD also conducted a case study analysis of five
corridors. These corridors were composed of clusters
of stations, including: the Gold Line from Little Tokyo
to Indiana; the Red Line from Vermont/Wilshire to
Vermont/Sunset; the Orange Line from Sepulveda to
Warner Center; the Expo Line from USC to Crenshaw;
and a key portion of the proposed downtown streetcar
alignment. CTOD invited stakeholders from these
corridors to talk about the opportunities and the
challenges to achieving TOD. Participants included
staff from several city departments and various agencies
including CRA-LA, the Planning Department, and LA
Metro, as well as community members and organizations,
institutional property owners and major employers, as
well as other planners, developers, activists.

Station Typology
@ Civic Center

(24 workers/resident,
(180,423 persons)

.Pershing Square (6.7 workers/resident,
85,244 persons)

. Union Station (6.4 workers/resident,

Chinatown 82,674 persons)
(6.3 workers/resident, .7th Street

75,653 presons) (11.2 workers/resident,
65,972 persons)

Little Tokyo/Arts District

(9.9 workers/resident, 56,107 persons)

@ Pico/Convention Center

(5.6 workers/resident)

Excerpt from Typology Matrix

The Station Typology categorizes 71 existing and under
construction transit stations in Los Angeles into nine station
area place types, based on the existing intensity of each station
areaq, as well as the mix of residents and employees. Stations
which share place types may use similar strategies to create
successful transit.

Low Car Ownership fp
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Measures of Current Performance

The average household in the Los Angeles region
spends 54 percent of its income on housing and
transportation, well above the national average.’
These high average costs make it especially important
to consider both housing and transportation costs when
promoting affordability. The average local household
might pay a third of their income on rent for affordable
housing, but transportation costs in the city can range
from a low of $2,900 to a high of $12,000 a year.”

Families living in walkable, location efficient
neighborhoods can save up to $10,000 a year
on transportation costs in Los Angeles.” A key
component of reducing transportation costs is lessening
auto dependence: households who must drive long
distances to get to work, or to get groceries or take
their children to school, will spend more money on
transportation. Low transportation costs are found in
places where residents and workers have the choice to
walk, bike, or take transit when commuting or doing
other errands, and can thus live with one less car.

In addition to lower transportation costs, communities
with reduced auto-dependence experience a multitude
of benefits, including: more stable transportation costs,
even when gas prices increase; a reduced need to expand
freeways or other roads to accommodate new growth;
healthier residents who walk motre, which reduces both
individual health care costs as well as public health
expenditures; and a more stable and sustainable source
of transit ridership, which leads to additional fare box
recovery and revenue for transit agencies.

The demand for transit-oriented living in the Los
Angeles region is strong and growing; nearly two-
thirds of this demandislikely to come fromhouseholds
earning less than the city’s median income.”” Whereas
in 2000, less than six percent of all households in the
region—or about 300,000 households—Iived near
transit, CTOD has forecasted that over 1.7 million
households or about 22 percent of the region will want
to live near transit by 2030. This demand makes it more
important than ever to ensure that equity, and affordable
housing preservation and production are core to the
planning process for LLos Angeles’s station areas.

Housing and Transportation Costs

TRANSIT RICH
NEIGHBORHOOD

AVERAGE AMERICAN
FAMILY

Housing

99%

E Other
Xpenses
P 19% /
13% Transpurtatinn
Food y

These charts show the savings that families can gain by living in

walkable, location efficient neighborhoods.
Source: Center for TOD + Transportation Affordability Index, 2004 Bureau of Labor Statistics.

Income Distribution for 2030 TOD Demand
in the Los Angeles Region (2000 dollars)

$75,000
and greater

$50,000 to $74,999

$35,000 to $49,999

$20,000 to $34,999

This pie shows the high demand for TOD that is coming from
low income households in Los Angeles. (In 2000, the median
income of households in Los Angeles was $36,000.)

Source: Center for Transit-Oriented Development, 2007
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Regional, City, and Transit Zone Demographic Characteristics, 2000

::]k?;: I:lii,\r;grqunsit, Walking, and 8% 14% 24%
Share Households with 0 or 1 Car(s) 46% 57% 66%
Median Household Income $45,280 $36,687 $29,726
Share of Renter Households 46% 61% 73%
Average Household Size 3.00 2.83 3.02

Source: U.S. Census, 2000; CTOD

Transit serves many of the city’s existing lower :
income neighborhoods, offering residents Station Profile Sheets:

regional access but increasing their vulnerability Development Opportunity
to displacement over time. Residents in transit rich o —
neighborhoods own fewer cars and are three times
more likely to use transit, walk, and bike to work
than on average in the city and region. The median
income of transit zone residents is significantly lower
than the regional median income, despite the fact that
household sizes tend to be similar. And, these lower fg &5 SE
income households are also significantly more likely to
be renters, thus making households more susceptible to

displacement if housing prices rise.

Small parcel sizes near some transit stations will
require proactive implementation. Parcel assembly,

g
a
e
A%
o
-3
2
3
|

development incentives such as density bonuses,
brokering negotiations between property owners and
developers, and modifying land use regulations such
as parking ratios can all be strategies to facilitate small
parcel development.

The station profile sheets consolidate data for each of 71

Housing preservation will be a key component stations in Los Angeles. One piece of data the sheets evaluate
of station area planning. Contracts on over 20,000 is development potential. Using data from the County of
units of affordable housing will expire by 2014.= While Los Angeles with individual parcel-level information, CTOD

: . Il /| half Iculated the total
many of these units are owned by public or non-profit ) all parce’s over hall a acre c,md, calcvlated the o
“ynderutilized” acres to show where significant transformation

agencies with an interest in renewing their contracts, might be possible.

other owners may choose to opt out of maintaining the
affordability of units.

22.4 percent of jobs in Los Angeles County are
connected to transit.” Rapid Bus networks in the
city provide some connectivity to jobs, but could
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be improved dramatically with expansion plans and
investments in last mile connections to job centers that
are not adjacent to stations. Future transit infrastructure
investments can also improve connectivity for other job
centers like Century City and Ventura Blvd.

Percent of Employment in
Transit Shed of in US Transit Systems

Atlanta, GA Medium 13.7
Los Angeles, CA Large 22.5
Minr;zz:::c;l/i\;- St Medium 19.6
Philadelphia, PA Extensive 29.8

Phoenix, AZ Small 11.2

Portland, OR Large 33.8

Source: Center for Transit-Oriented Development, US. Census Bureau Longitudinal Employer
Household Dynamics, 2006

Job centers are important places to increase
residential housing. Non-CBD job centers are limited
in the pool of workers that can access these places on
transit alone. Enhancing the concentration of housing
in these job centers is important for increasing overall
workforce access to jobs and can accommodate future
economic growth without increasing freeway congestion.
These non-CBD job centers will also likely be hot
markets for future real estate development.

The City of Los Angeles’s Employment Land
Preservation Policy is an important component of
transit-oriented district planning and will require
further research and analysis. Many of the city’s new
station areas — including Little Tokyo, Pico Aliso, USC /
Exposition Park, and the extension of the Orange Line
to the Chatsworth Metrolink Station — are located in or
near areas zoned for employment uses. Because many of

these areas many experience market demand for TOD
as well, there is some potential for these stations to feel
increased pressure for conversion to residential, retail,
or other uses as market demand for TOD increases.

Focus Group Findings

A. Build community support for TOD

Many community groups and neighborhood council
members are prepared to advocate and support TOD,
particularly in light of SB 375, but they are often left out
of the decision making process. The Council Districts
in particular could be strong forces for TOD in LA, but
without grassroots support for the movement, locally
supported council decisions do not always coincide with
the broader interests of the city or region as a whole.
While many groups in the City are ready to support
efforts around SB 375, they need to be brought together
into a broad coalition.

B. Establish
programs
Some regulatory changes are necessary at the city level:

supportive policies, regulations,

parking requirements should be examined and special
consideration should be given to the city’s employment
preservation areas near stations, because some jobs are
more transit-oriented than others. While station area
planning will still be important to establish a community
vision and implementation strategy, some policies can be
modified using the data that has been gathered for this
report. For example, many regions have implemented
regional and citywide TOD strategic plans to prioritize
stations for investment, and to provide basic land use
guidelines for developers and community advocates
until station area plans can be completed.

C. Improve coordination and collaboration among
public and private entities

The City, Metro, and other stakeholders need more
inter-agency and inter-departmental collaboration and
coordination to maximize leveraging of resources in
support of TOD. Public partners with a stake in TOD
include: City Planning, the Planning Commission, LLA
Metro, CRA-LA, the LA Transportation Department,
the LA Housing Department, the Mayor’s Office,
HACLA, even LAUSD.

10
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Strategies for Expanding 10D in Los Angeles

A. Build Community Support for TOD

Strengthen regional leadership to guide SB
375 efforts. Authority over the way land use and
transportation decisions are made will still rest with
local governments, who may not agree that the most
environmentally sustainable pattern of future growth
is in their best interest. Enhancing regional leadership
and advocacy for SB 375 will ensure that SCAG is able
to maximize the number of decisions that are made in
the best interest of the region as a whole rather than of
individual communities, and balance issues related to the
environment, economic development, and equity. One
strategy for quickly generating this regional leadership
is to draw together advocates from regional initiatives
related to labor, health, affordable housing, and other
areas of concern that directly pertain to or benefit from
TOD and sustainability.

Build citywide capacity for better Council, agency
support of TOD. Achieving successful TOD in Los
Angeles can require the support of a wide number of
different City, County, and regional level public agencies.
Offering staff in City agencies more technical support
through education and best practices, and generating
support for TOD at the community and neighborhood
scale, can help to ensure that the many departments
involved in creating successful TOD do not work at
Cross purposes.

Build capacity at the neighborhood level. Planning
involves a wealth of technical terminology and processes
that can be difficult to understand, particularly among
residents in multilingual communities. While several
neighborhoods in the city have dedicated community
groups that can both help educate residents and
advocate for their interests, expand the efforts of
these community groups is crucial and can be achieved
through supporting the education of local residents
about planning processes, creating broader networks
of neighborhood groups to share information, and
offering these groups the analytical tools they need to
understand what is happening in their communities,
quantitatively.

B. Establish supportive policies, regulations,
programs

Evaluate, promote, and support existing TOD
efforts. There are a range of existing regulations,
policies, and implementation programs that already exist
in the City of Los Angeles to support TOD. As these
efforts should be considered as examples of supportive
TOD policies, they can lay the groundwork for creating
a more wholly supportive set of strategies to promote
TOD in Los Angeles.

Reevaluate certain regulations and policies. Though
the city may not have the resources to complete station
area plans for all 71 existing and under construction
stations, there are certain citywide regulations and policies
that can be revisited in a more cost-effective, incremental
way. The City’s Community Plan Implementation Overlay
(CPIO), which is currently in the conceptual stages, will
offer a more flexible tool than the Community Plan
Update for land use regulation that accounts for the
unique FAR and density possibilities, parking needs,
and traffic characteristics of TOD throughout the city.
Additionally, the CPIO will enable development projects
that support livability and walkability goes to undergo a
faster review process, thus supporting the construction
of regionally significant projects.

Develop local and regional tools to support the
Sustainable Communities Strategy, which will
implement SB375, AB32. The implementation of
SB 375 in general will require a significant change in
community sentiments about density and development,
particularly in Los Angeles where many of the transit
station areas will be designated as regional priority
areas for long-range growth. One way to do this is to
address concerns about traffic and parking by showing
examples of recent TOD projects that have indeed
generated fewer car trips, and lower car ownership in
general. Table 2 shows that residents in Los Angeles’s
station areas are three times more likely to walk, bike,
or take transit to work than residents throughout the
region, and are nearly 50 percent more likely to own one
or fewer cars. Statistics such as these can help to assuage

Creating Successful Transit-Oriented Districts in Los Angeles / Executive Summary
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neighborhood concerns about traffic and parking, and
demonstrate that growth near transit will, indeed, help
to reduce congestion throughout the region as a whole.

C. Improve coordination and collaboration among
public and private entities

Improve inter-agency teaming when planning
TOD. Planning for TOD is a multidisciplinary exercise,
requiring the coordination of numerous public agencies,
departments, and political leaders within the City and
County. Ongoing coordination could also help these
actors understand each other’s objectives, strategies,
limitations and resources, creating a culture of cross-
disciplinary learning that is so critical to ensuring
the long-range implementation of successful TOD
throughout the city.

Increase coordination with local, citywide, regional
community groups and the private sector. There
is no agency or entity will be able to single-handedly
maximize TOD success throughout Los Angeles.
Private actors including regional housing, economic, and
health advocates, local CDC’s and community groups,
and for-profit and affordable housing developers will
need to play an important role in the implementation of
TOD. To start, an inventory of local finance resources,
policies, and tools along station areas and corridors can
be very effective to help both public and private partners
understand what is available, and coordinate their own
resources with existing ones. Additionally, involving
private developers in focus groups and stakeholder
committees can provide significant insight into the
regulatory barriers that might be hindering TOD in any
given station areas.

Align existing financing sources and pursue new
ones. Station area investments to improve TOD can
take a variety of forms, including affordable housing
production or preservation, land use planning and
visioning, and infrastructure improvements to enhance
local pedestrian, bicycle, or bus access. There are a range
of existing funding sources to support each of these
types of investment in the city, which are distributed by
a number of different agencies (such as Metro, the City,

LAHD and SCAG), but creating a single clearinghouse or
easily accessible resource for those seeking information
about these funds would improve the efficacy of these
programs.

Sources

i The Affordability Index Toolbox: A New Tool For Measuring
The True Affordability Of Housing Choices, And Other Tools
To Promote Affordability. Center for Transit-Oriented Devel-
opment, March 2008

ii The Transit Savings Report. American Public Transportation
Association (APTA), December 2009, accessed December
2009: http:/ /www.apta.com/mediacentet/pressreleases/2009/
Pages/091209_December_Savings.aspx.

iii Gateway Cities SB 375 Web Survey Report. Gateway Cities
Council of Governments, August 2009. For more informa-
tion about which cities are in the Gateway COG, refer to their
website: http://www.gatewaycog.org/.

iv Cortright, Joseph. Walking the Walk: How Walkability Raises
Housing Values in U.S. Cities. CEOs for Cities, August 2009.
and Pico, Gary and Jeffrey Fisher. Effects of Walkability on
Property Values and Investment Returns. Responsible Property
Investing Center, Boston College and University of Arizona,
Benecki Center for Real Estate Studies, Indiana University,
August 2009.

v CTOD National TOD Database

vi A Heavy Load. Center for Housing Policy, 2008.

vii The Transit Savings Report. American Public Transportation
Association (APTA), December 2009, accessed December
2009: http:/ /www.apta.com/mediacentet/pressreleases/2009/
Pages/091209_December_Savings.aspx.

viii Center for Transit-Oriented Development. Available at www.
reconnectingamerica.org,

ix Harrell, Rodney, Allison Brooks, and Todd Nedwick, “Im-
proving Affordability and Access in Livable Communities:
Subsidized Housing Opportunities Near Transit and the 50+
Population.” Washington, D.C.: AARP Public Policy Institute,
September 2009. Available at www.reconnectingametica.org/
reports/. “Federally Subsidized” units include Section 202, Sec-
tion 2306, and Section 811 subsidies from the U.S. Department
of Housing and Urban Development.

x Center for Transit-Oriented Development, U.S. Census Bureau
Longitudinal Employer Household Dynamics, 2006

12

Creating Successful Transit-Oriented Districts in Los Angeles / Executive Summary



A Guide for Using This Toolkit

Successful transit-oriented districts can provide regional and local benefits to a variety of public, private, and non-
profit interest groups, including those interested in:

public health,

economic development,

S

affordable housing, and

climate change and SB 375 goals.

&

The tools developed for this report will be useful for these groups in moving TOD forward in Los Angeles. The LA
TOD website (latod.reconnectingamerica.org) links to a series of fact sheets that make the connection between TOD
and these four topics. Each fact sheet makes the case for why TOD is important to each of these topics, gives a quick
overview of how Los Angeles is performing and how CTOD measured that performance, and identifies some key
strategies in which TOD can be utilized in the future to support public health, economic development, affordable
housing, and SB 375 goals.

The chart below identifies different TOD strategies that tie in to each topic (the icons corresponding to each topic are
in the “Relevant to” category. For more detailed information on how TOD supports these goals and how each are
currently performing in LLos Angeles, download the fact sheets available at latod.reconnectingamerica.org.
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Relevant to...

Strategy

Measures to Examine

Resources

Preservation of
Affordable Units

Expiring Affordable Units

Regional Screen Map of Expiring
Units
Station Profile Sheets

Offering High Quality
Transit Options

Housing + Transportation
Affordability Index

CNT’s H+T Index

(www.htaindex.cnt.org)
SCAG H+T Index Toolkit

http: / /www.compassblueprint.

org/toolbox /affordabilityindex)

Prioritize New Public
Investment

Housing + Transportation Costs

Regional Screen Map of
Transportation Cost

Regional Screen Map of Median
Income

Mixed Income 201 Available at

reconnectingamerica.org)

Mixing Land Uses

Current Mix of Land Uses
Community Amenities in a Station
Area

Typology Matrix
Station Profile Sheets Amenities
Map

Increase Density

Existing Density in a Station Area
Developable Land

Typology Matrix

Station Profile Sheets Parcel Map
LOTS Database

Regional Screen Map with
Development Opportunity

Increase Housing Near
Transit

Existing Density in a Station Area
Developable Land

Typology Matrix

Station Profile Sheets Parcel Map
LOTS Database (lots.ucla.edu)
Regional Screen Map with
Development Opportunity

Improve Walkability

Block Size in a Station Area
Mobility Barriers in a Station Area

Station Profile Sheets Mobility
Map
Regional Screen Map of Block
Sizes

Enhancing Access to
Job Centers

Proximity and Regional Transit
Links to Existing Job Centers

Employment Clusters Map
Transit and Employment
202 (Available at:

reconnectingamerica.org)
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