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Welcome

Study Purpose:

Develop a new Area Structure Plan for Mill Woods Town Centre which identifies the
alignment of the future LRT station in Mill Woods Town Centre.

To identify transit oriented development opportunities in advance of the arrival of LRT
to Mill Woods Town Centre.



Welcome

Obijectives

*To determine a plan of action for managing growth/development in the area.
*To develop appropriate recommendations for the following:
e Where and how redevelopment and infill development should occur in
accordance with transit oriented development.
e Location and design of new transit oriented land uses.
e Amendments to or repeal of the existing Area Structure Plan in place; and,
e Adoption of a new station area plan (Area Structure Plan).




Prioritizing TOD - City of Edmonton Strategic Plan

* Transform urban form

e Shift transportation modes TH E WA\(
AHEAD

* Improve liveability civ o somonTowsTasTEGIC LAY

* Preserve and sustain the environment

Ensure financial stability
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Prioritizing TOD - Municipal Development Plan

* Integrate higher density development
with LRT stations and transit centres

THE WAY
WE GROW

HUHICIPAL FEVELDPFHENT PLAN
BYLAW 15100

* Goal: 25% housing unit growth as infill

* Prepare transit oriented development
(TOD) plans around existing LRT nodes,
and in association with expansion of the
LRT system

* Facilitate partnerships and collaborative
efforts to develop TOD

TRANESFOARING EDMONTIY




Prioritizing TOD - Transportation Master Plan

e Pursue expansion of the LRT to all
sectors of the city to increase transit
ridership and transit mode split, and
spur the development of compact,
urban communities

1HE WAY
\/\/E MOVE

TRANSPORTATION MASTER PLAN
SEPTEMBER 2009

* |Integrate land use planning and
transportation to create an accessible,
efficient and compact urban form

TRANSFORMING |[EDMONTON
SRGING 0L CITYVISIONTO




Transit Oriented Development Guidelines

e Transit Oriented Development
Guidelines

— Draft document
— Consultation complete

— To Council in early 2012

e Transit Oriented Development
Guidelines implementation

e Station Area Planning
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DRAFT 2011-08-30
Trunsﬂ Oriented Development

GUIDELINES
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Station Area Planning

e Determines the location and design of new
transit-oriented land uses

e Establishes a clear vision for future
development within station area

e Council approved Plan



The Project Team
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Associated
Engineering

ParioPlan Incorporated
Armin Preiksaitis, Marcelo Figueira

Urban Strategies Incorporated
Mark Reid, Pascale Dionne

Bunt & Associates
Ray Davis

Colliers International
James Smerdon

Associated Engineering Alberta Limited
Graham Sterparn



The Process

Phase | Phase Il
August - November 2011 December 2011 - March 2012

Phase Il Phase IV
April - August 2012 September - October 2012

Draft Station
Area Plans

Reconnailssance and
Exploring Opportunities

Exploration, Development
and Evaluation of
Alternatives

Final Plans/
Approvals
and Contraints

Public Workshop #2 Public Workshop #3
Stakeholder Design Charette with Presentation Draft Public Hearing on
Interviews Stakeholders and Station Area Plans Station Area Plans

Public Open House

Public Workshop #1
Intro to TOD and
Station Area

Analysis
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How has the city grown over the years? 1965 / 371,265 ‘k




How has the city grown over the years? 1981 / 521,205 ‘k
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LRT is a smart alternative for getting around




Cars take up a lot of space
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Active Transportation is good for people!

Prevelance of Obesity in Canada
(source: Statistics Canada Labour Force Characteristics)
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Transit is a catalyst for neighbourhood reinvestment in leading cities

San Diego @™

Toronto

Salt Lake
City



TOD can encourage more compact development

Comparison of Urban Density by City
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Compact development encourages active transportation

Edmontan
Toronto
Calgary

Stockholm

SIELONT

Vancouver
Portland
Copenhagen

Gothenburg
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The goal is to create complete communities that support transit use




And the benefits are significant.
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The Station Area Types

Flgure 35; Station Area Typaes
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Neighbourhood i @

New Neighbourhood
Enhanced Neighbourhood
Centre

Employment

Institution/Recreation

Downtown | —=



Neighbourhood Boundaries

200m from LRT Station
400m from LRT Station
600m from LRT Station
200m from LRT Station

Mill Woods LRT Station
Proposed Southeast LRT Line
Study Boundary
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Historical Context

Envisioned as a transit oriented
development; high density heart of
Mill Woods

Projected population (Mill Woods
Town Centre): 10,000

Projected density (Mill Woods Town
Centre): 50-60 people/ha

High Density Housing Near Central Core
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Existing Land Use

Ml Wonds LAT Station
Nelgrbourhood Baundary
Zoning Boundary

400m Buffer of LRT Station
Proposed Southeast LRT Line
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Building Development
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Station Area Demographics

Mill Woods Town Centre Tawa
Total population*: 1008 Total population™®: 1902
Largest age group™: 60+ Largest age group™: 20-35
Gender ratio (M/F)*: 44/56 Gender ratio (M/F)*: 43/57
Certificate, diploma, degree: 37% Certificate, diploma degree: 49%
Median income: 38,754 Median income: 56,214
Dwelling structure type*: Top 2 dwelling structure types™:
e Apartment with less than 5 e Semi-detached, triplex,
stories: 100% flourplex: 26%
Owner occupied dwellings*: 55% e Row house: 32%
2010 Unemployment rate: 3.92% Owner occupied dwellings*: 83%

2010 Unemployment rate: 2.11

Population within 400 metres of future LRT Station: 2,353
Density within 400 metres of future LRT Station: 47 persons/hectare

Note: Data source is 2006 StatsCan; *Source 2009 City Census Data.



What we’ve heard so far...

Area residents are supportive of LRT - Senior-friendly
design is important « Lack of pedestrian connectivity in
area + Missing sidewalks -« Difficult for pedestrians to
cross at 28 Ave and 66 Street - Lack of connectivity
between open spaces « Opportunities for mixed use
development and increased density in area « Urban
design standards are needed - Consideration of CPTED
orinciples in planning and design process - Integration of
Transit Centre and LRT station are important long term
goals + Concern that the station needs to accommodate
pedestrian, transit and vehicular users - More distinct
landscape types are needed






Mill Woods will be an enhanced neighbourhood station type
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The station will be along 28 Avenue adjacent to Mill Woods Town Centre




Today the area has a strong retail presence and acts as a hub for
the community
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28% Land Composition

B Roads

m City Parks
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Large block structure separated by large roads




The Station Area is a place that has been designed for cars not
pedestrians










= Arterial
=== Collector
=== |Local Street

wer Laneways

() Block size

® Signalized intersection
¢ --3% Pedestrian crossing
/—~ Row sizes



=== Arterial

H__“ l == Collector

. ____..-ﬂ- SR b~ === |ocal Street
| e ! | ': e |1 “eer Laneways
X !; JIr ] _ | | | () Block size
'E . = T | | . ® Signalized intersection
: A = / L e ol ¢ --3% Pedestrian crossing

— s =] . Row si

] e g +#— Row sizes

5 %



et ot
fi il
5 funder study)

LRT line

Bus Route

Bus Stop

I - ) = | On-street Bicycle Route

," = £ . A | L Multi-use/Bicycle path
Transit Centres

loll

O\ = : |

ad
o



Mill Woods functions as a key transit centre.




This function will be expanded with LRT development
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A need for a variety of parks ranging in scales and functions




Ongoing investments in community resources and amenities
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Land use
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Land uses
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m commercial -
industrial & utilities |
B institutional
residential o
B transportation
B vacant

.ﬂ-‘.

gy

JLil

Commercial
Industrial
Institutional
Residential
Transportation
Vacant



A mix of uses and a variety of building typologies
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But no true mixed use development, only large single use buildings




People and jobs
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Building orientation: fronts, backs and sides
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Buildings sit back from the street and the area lacks character
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Several underutilized sites present opportunities for redevelopment
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Market Trends and Potential

Significant local retail supply, but potential longer term opportunity for additional residential
and office uses associated with integration of future LRT




Office potential 5-10 years out

* Need demand to absorb existing
inventory before additional office
space is warranted — likely at least 5-
10 years out and tied to LRT
development.




Good residential potential

e Existing residential development predominantly for
seniors. Opportunities to broaden housing choice,
including affordable housing for local workforce










That will create Comfortable and |nV|t|ng walking enwronments
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And offer a menu of spaces with distinct experiences




And offer a menu of spaces with distinct experiences
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That integrate uses both vertically and horizontally




A more complete community built around the Station Area
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Incremental Urbanization of the mall holds long te
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We see this starting to happen in Canada
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That introduce new types of housing forms
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That introduce new types of housing forms
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Break-out Session

Introductions

Break into assigned groups

Introduce yourselves to your team members

Select a speaker who will be responsible for reporting back for your group

Brainstorming

Work your way through the workbook questions (spending 20min per questions)
Record your thoughts in your workbooks

Workbooks are to be left at the tables

Reporting
The speaker will report back on the highlights of the group’s discussion

Next Steps
The project team will wrap up the session and discuss next steps



