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Outline

e Study context and objectives

e Study findings
*» Recommendations / guidelines
* Next steps

Discussion questions




Regional Planning Committee (June 8, 2012)

Appreciated technical work and encouraged staff to
continue research to support regional objectives

Concerned about recommended guidelines, in particular
for reduced minimum parking requirements

Want ‘guidelines’ to be reframed (e.g. ‘considerations’ /
‘findings’)

Revised report and illustrated booklet expected to
Committee and Board — Fall 2012




Why Metro Vancouver?

* Improve housing affordability

Metro Vancouver
Affordable Housing Strategy

Approved November 30, 2007 ‘ :
P Yt * Focus growth in Urban Centres and
| = Frequent Transit Development Areas

£ 2 NDAD

INRGGEN © Support sustainable transportation
‘ oA i hhe i ] Choices

* Parking is at the nexus




Regional Context Statements

Action 1.2.6: Role of municipalities is to adopt

regional context statements which include policies
for Urban Centres which:

iv) in coordination with the provision of transit
Shaping Our Future service, establish or maintain reduced
residential and commercial parking
requirements in Urban Centres, where
appropriate;
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...for Frequent Transit Development

i) in coordination with the provision of transit
e service, establish or maintain reduced
residential and commercial parking
Greater Vancouver Regional District Board

on July 29, 2011 requirements within Frequent Transit
Development Areas, where appropriate;




Study Objectives

Establish a reliable
evidence base

Provide appropriate
guidance on parking
regulations




Emergence of Frequent Transit Network
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An Evidence-Based Approach

Review current practices

Key Informant Interviews Surveys




Lessons from Current Municipal Practices

Min 1 stall/unit

Reductions for
seniors/affordable rental
apartments

Few outright parking
reductions near transit




Lessons from Other Cities o oo tonea

 Min < 1 stall/unit
 Reductions near transit

* O minimum near
frequent transit in
Seattle and Portland

* Unbundling parking is
the norm in Seattle and
Toronto




Lessons from Developer Interviews

* Open to flexibility
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e SkyTrain considered in
parking decisions, but not
frequent bus
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* |Infrequent requests for
parking variances due to risk
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* Parking demand surveys
seldom conducted




Survey Sites

“FTN Station Only”
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SkyTrain

“Beyond FTN”

Frequent Bus

“FTN Bus Only”




Parkmg FaC|I|ty Survey (80 sites)

7 77 7
f f ;‘-' ,’J
| “" A . Apartment Type
‘ 2 i h . 67 strata

e 9 Market Rental

ud . * 4 Non-Market
'.~ ' . oS
& - . 5 2 Survey Period
° | e Sept — Nov 2011
< '.‘ | e 10PM or later
®e e 17,000 stalls
N,

, Data Adjustments
e Time of survey

e VVacant units

Parking Facility Survey Sites
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Household Survey (90 sntes)

7 Apartment Type
s 4 A °* 76 Strata
v p & @ ° 8 Market Rental

e 6 Non-Market

. Survey Period
oo A * Oct — Nov 2011
= e sad e Online and mail
_ : e 1,500 responses
CE _ | * 13% response rate

Household Survey Sites
FTN Proximity
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K FTH Bug Sy
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Key Survey Findings

Parking is oversupplied
by 18 - 35% in strata sites
















Apartment Parking Guidelines

Coordinate Treat On-Site and
DEV?IOPme“t Street Parking
with FTN as a System
Expansion

Encourage

Rental Apartments

near FTN

Conduct Regular
Post-Occupancy

Apartment
Parking Guidelines

to advance efficient and

Set Realistic
Parking
Requirements

Refine Base Minimum
and Maximum

Surveys livable neighbourhoods within Parking Requirements
a transit-otiented and
sustainable region
Expand Refine
Careshare Visitor Parking
Programs Requirements
Allow Allow
Amendment Parking
after Pre-Sales Unbundling/
Opt-Out






Other Apartment Parking Guidelines

Allow parking unbundling/opt-out
Allow amendment after pre-sales
Expand carshare programs

Conduct regular post-occupancy surveys

Encourage rental apartments near FTN
Coordinate development with FTN expansion




Benefits

* Support efficient and livable
neighbourhoods in Urban -
Centres and Frequent Transit |
Development Areas '

Contributes to improved
housing affordability

Improved choices for
consumers

Encourage sustainable
transportation choices




(as suggested by municipal

POte nti a I F Ut u re Stu d i es planners and engineers, and the

development community)

Visitor and street parking

Mixed-use development

Townhouses

Families and older adult
households

Additional surveys in south of

Fraser and Northeast Sector+




Next Steps

Respond to RPA directions

= Additional consultation with
municipalities
* Municipal TDM Network (June 15)
* RPAC Housing Subcommittee (July 5)
« MRTAC (July 19)
* RPAC (July 20)

= Review recommendations

= Return to RPA in Fall 2012 with
revised technical report and
illustrated booklet
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Discussion Questions

How can Metro Vancouver
characterize the ‘guidelines’
without being prescriptive?

How can the findings/guidelines
inform municipal TDM efforts?

What other priority research areas
could the region pursue (e.g.
parking or other TDMs)?



















Building Type (Tenure)

Tenure Household Parking Facility

Survey Sites Survey Sites
Strata 76

Market Rental

Non-Market
Rental

Total




Building Age

Age

Household
Survey Sites

Parking Facility
Survey Sites

Pre-2000
(1982-1999)

14

15

2000-2006

22

5

2007-2010

o3

46

Total

90




Estimates of Supply and Demand

Parking Facility Household
Survey Survey

Parking Supply Rate
(#stalls/unit)

Parking Demand Rate
(#parked vehicles/unit)

Vehicle “Ownership”
(#vehicles/unit)
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