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IIl. Role of Subcommittee

Propose Ordinance /Policy Amendments

Bring your experience / expertise

Participate Openly

Be a Champion




V. Project Objective

 Promote walkability by :

— updating Houston’s development related
ordinances and policies to maximize the
opportunity for walkable urban places

— Providing recommendations to the Planning
Commission




Existing Guidance
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Opportunity. Diversity. Community. Home.

Final Report

September 30, 2015
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Culture Education Economy

Environment Public Services Housing Transportation




SR Core Strategies

Spend money wisely. Foster an affordable city.
Grow responsibly. Protect and conserve our

Sustain quality infrastructure. [€sOUrces.
Nurture safe, healthy v' Communicate clearly and

communities. with transparency.

Connect people and v' Partner with others, public
places. and private.

Support our global v’ Celebrate what’s uniquely
economy. Houston.

Champion learning.




Grow Responsibly

Anticipate growth and plan for it, ensuring that
infrastructure and services accommodate growth.

Adopt policies supporting existing and future activity
centers that enable a combination of live, work and
play options.

Support community investment in public transit and
adopt policies that coordinate transit with
supporting land development.

Encourage targeted development and
redevelopment that support the City’s vitality.




Nurture safe and healthy neighborhoods

Expand partnerships to support healthy
neighborhoods.

Use localized planning to help neighborhoods
Improve and maintain gquality of life.

Encourage development that fosters healthy
lifestyles for Houstonians of all ages

Coordinate with partner agencies to maintain
safe, healthy neighborhoods.




Connect People and Places

« Encourage compact, pedestrian-friendly
development around transit.

o Support a well-connected transportation
network that includes transit, bicycle and
pedestrian options.

Maintain a parking strategy that supports
economic development, protects
neighborhoods, and achieves vibrant, walkable
activity centers.




Related Efforts

« Houston Complete Streets and Transportation

Plan (HCSTP)
Houston Bike Plan

Transit Corridor Ordinance (TCO)

Major Thoroughfare and Freeway Plan (MTFP)

Complete Communities




V. Project Schedule

PHASE | PHASE I PHASE Il PHASE IV

Background Framework/ Ordinance Public Outreach
Information & Decision Making Amendment & City Council
Best Practices Adoptions

May Jun July Oct Nov Jun

2018




VI. Defining the Problem

Components of a
Walkable Place

Major Characteristics
of a Walkable Place




Components of a Walkable Place ﬁ

Street

Design




Components of a Walkable Place

Pedestrian Street Pedestrian
Realm Design Realm




Components of a Walkable Place

Building Pedestrian Street Pedestrian Building
Design Realm Design Realm Design




Street Design
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Multi-modal Auto-oriented Street




Pedestrian Realm

Integrated Non-integrated




Building Design: Transparency
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Building Design: Interaction
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Interactive Disengaged




Building Design: Scale

Human Scale Imposing




Components of a Walkable Place

e Street Design
— Speed
— Street typology
— Context Area

e Pedestrian Realm
— Sidewalk Corridor
— Landscaping
— Utilities

e Building Design
— Transparency
— Active Ground Floor
— Scale




Mix of Land Uses

Active Ground Floor

Pedestrian Scale

Integrated Pedestrian Realm




Mix of Land Uses

Less Walkable More Walkable




Active Ground Floor
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More Walkable

Less Walkable







Current Regulations

e Building Line Options

« Parking Options




Building Line Options

 Ordinance Required Building Line

e Performance Standards:

Reduced Building Line Subject to Specific
Criteria

e Building Line Variance:
Planning Commission approved Building Line




Ordinance Required Building Line







Challenges:
Ordinance Required Building Line

 One size fits all approach

* Indirectly isolates development activities

from the street

e Indirectly encourages building lines larger

than the required minimum building lines




Building Line Performance Standards
Transit Corridor

Maximum 20’ interval between Transparent openings
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Transparency is 30% of facade surface
Area consisting of doors and windows
Between 0’ and 8’ height

Public Entrance




Building Line Performance Standards
Transit Corridor A




Building Line Performance Standards
Transit Corridor

il




Building Line Performance Standards
Transit Corridor




BUIIdlng Line Performance Standards




Challenges:
Building Line Performance Standards

Performance Standards are optional

Minimum criteria

Lack of detailed design guidance

Development conflicts with intent




Building Line Variance

Intent
Hardship
Impact

Context
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Challenges:
Building Line Variance

e Unpredictable results

* Limited time frame for decision making




Parking Options

 Ordinance Parking Requirement

e Shared Parking:

Reduced Parking Subject Time Constraints
« Parking Variance:

Planning Commission approved parking

requirement




Minimum parking requirements

Reduced parking for additional bicycle
spaces

Reduced parking for historic buildings

Reduced parking for transit oriented
development

Shared parking use
Special parking area







Challenges:
Ordinance Parkinag Requirements

 Not account for unique context

 Encourages auto-centric development




Shared Parking

Class

Class 1. Office
Class 2. Residential

Class 3. Health Care
Facilities

Class 4. Industrial,

Commercial
Manufacturing

Class 5. Religious and
Educational

Class 6. Recreation and
Entertainment

Class 7. Bar or
Restaurant

Class 8. Retail Services

Class 9. Automobiles

Type of Use

Office
Financial facility

12 am
to 7AM

Typical Weekend

Typical Weekday

7AMto 5PMto 9PMto 12 AM
5PM 9PM 12 AM to 7AM

100%
100%

7AMto 5PM to
5PM 9PM

Apartment House
Hotel or motel

25%
10%

Clinic (medical complex)
Clinic (medical or dental)
Veterinary clinics

100%
100%
100%

All

100%

Religious institution
Nursery/day care
School
Library
Art Gallery/ Museum

5%
100%
100%
100%

75%

Movie theater
Bowling alley
Theater, auditorium or
arena
Sports club/ health spa

10%
10%

25%

Small Restaurant

Neighborhood
Restaurant
Restaurant

Tavern or Pub

Small Bar
Dessert Shop
Bar,club or lounge
All (excluding Shopping
Center)

50%

50%

50%
0%
0%

25%
0%

50%

Auto parts and supply
store

All others

50%
100%

100% 100% 100%  100%




ared Parking

e 10 parking spaces available
e Weekdays: after 6 pm
. » Weekends/Holidays: 24 hours
I




Challenges:
Shared Parking

 The strict time frame requirements make this
option less feasible




Parking Variance

A

D AND ON-STREET
NG SUMMARY

leasad spaces all hours and ¥ bike racks {4 bikes per rack)
20 leased spaces alter 6pm

73 street parking on 19th between Rutland amd Ashland

28 street parking on Ashland between 18th and 20th St.

35  slreel parking on Rutland between 18th and 20th 5L

total available spaces

He:ghts
Thealar

45 + 7 Bike Racks




Challenges:
Parking Variance

 Unpredictable results
 Limited time frame for decision making







Discussion

e Have we defined the problem correctly?

 Did we capture the problems caused by the
City’s existing building line and parking
requirements correctly?




Homework

@houstonplanning

H#WalkableHTX
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VIIl. Upcoming Topics

e CoOH Ordinance Constraints
e Case Studies in Houston

e Best Practices of Other Cities




VIll. Public Comment




