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WHAT IS TRANSIT ORIENTED DEVELOPMENT?

MANCHESTER TRANSIT ORIENTED DEVELOPMENT PLAN

Compact,
Walkable,
Pedestrian Focused

Centered around...
Well-connected street grids
High-quality mobility systems



TYPICAL DEVELOPMENTS RELY  TOD DEVELOPMENTS LEVERAGE
ON AUTOMOBILE OWNERSHIP TRANSORTATION INVESTMENTS
FOR SUCCESSFUL OUTCOMES TO INCREASE HIGHEST/BEST USE
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Planning for development on a neighborhood scale allows for the
consideration of infrastructure that can support car-optional lifestyles.

Benefits of TOD include:
= Reduced driving = lowered regional congestion.

= Walkable communities = healthy and socially enriched lifestyles.
» |ncreased transit ridership = sustainable fare revenue.

= Transit investment = increased land value and utilization.

= |mproved access to Jobs = economic opportunities.

= Lower HH transportation costs = higher real income.



Transit systems that support TOD models vary depending on the local
context. Almost any type of transit can support additional development.

Common TOD Transit Systems:
= Commuter Rall
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» Light Rail & Streetcar S ' B
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= Bus Systems

= Bicycle Lanes
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% | eetcar & Bus Rapid Transit:

Conﬁ-éc,t n&l commercial cores to [ ding neighborhoods
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Bus Systems: LB
Connecting broad areées of a city or region.
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MANCHESTER TRANSIT ORIENTED DEVELOPMENT PLAN

TOD development has a high impact in the areas immediately
adjacent to transit infrastructure. Land values generally increase
In locations that are walkable to transit services.
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Central Corridor
North Star Commuter Rail Estimated Land Value Change 2006-2008

Legend
Estimated Land Value Change 0
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WHAT MAKES A
GREAT PLACE?

Transit Is key to creating
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new development that
moves beyond the limits
of the private automobile

model of develo pment. —— = SOCIABILITY

INTANGIBLES ‘

TOD development will

MEASUREMENTS
ACCESS & COMFORT

allow Manchester to i\ LINKAGES | &IMAGE
anticipate growth and
build a more inclusive
place for citizens.
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GOODYCLANCY

Metro-Green
Stamford, Connecticu

Somerville, Massachusetts

‘Assembly Row

‘Arcade Building

Albany, New York
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Planning Process

Research, assess, and analyze the TOD Study Area provide a foundation for planning
our future

Transportation and infrastructure: bike/ped, transit, parking
Market conditions
Mapping of environmental and historic constraints

TOD Scenarios: alternatives that offer choices
Evaluate and identify preferred alternative
Implementation: capital improvements plan, financial plan, municipal land use
changes
Draft and Final Plan
Public feedback, comment, and adjustment

Take to City for adoption, used by SNHPC and others in pursuing funding
opportunities for capital improvements

M

MANCHESTER

YYYYYYY -ORIENTED

GOODYCLANCLY | -



o

Stdy area

SNHU!Atena &=
(e A

SSRiIVerParks:
SouthjRarcel

"ﬂlﬁ,




A 15-20 MIN, -
s — - UNION'STREET
Lo 5MIN.
|| LEGEND ﬁ 10-15 MIN. »_ ifﬁ\. |
s 3 . - | 5 e R k=) 1 )‘ - |
38| —- sie : AW, Sy L bl
i ¢ , HRe
'E:» == Station =+ CHESTNUTSTREE! :
i g SNHU - 5 S onWlllow’ -
h ! WM Existing green public spaces 3 Arena- o -
Neighborhoods influenced ﬂ‘ :
o
Potential of increased intensity El

Potential of redeve|opment

DOWNTOWN N Mk .

‘g N

esudences
Riy erwulk_
2 4 K
-
™
HANDS ACROSS

THE MERRIMACK
RIVER BRDIGE

) NOTRE DAME
BRIDGE



LEGEND

== Site : | S —3
Station q‘v - X 7 — . ¥ : - i ,’”‘ bf ; - 3 4 £ : > ! . b o ‘ oo = o L e L _meluc|°rYr
{1 ' SNHU = ; A . et S on\@llllo!‘l}»

Proposed walking loop route F L 3 e 3 { i Arena .@-J #“ 3 . : - < e
R SR i ¢ —i = WILLOWS ; | s ;sj" B
Existing street network o ~ > R % & - L on i ] & ‘Wﬁé : et
Existing street network with priority M SPLH 2 58 } a ¥ 5 EEeST = L= = A TR =t S—
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GOODYCLANCY
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= Connecting modes for
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Make smart
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Prioritize
excellent
pedestrian
infrastructure

= Connectivity
= Accessibility

= Crossing the
tracks

GOODYCLANCY




>
U
p=
<
—
]
>~
()
o
o
)

P kel = Slaed S0
\ -‘-.,. r

i

= Recreation and trail-
oriented development

Build on key

bike
connections

= First/last mile




PLANNING EFFORT FRAMEWORK

MANCHESTER TRANSIT ORIENTED DEVELOPMENT PLAN

FINALIZE GATHER
m 1'GBL:]|LD XYEESITE TOD PLAN & INPUT &
& Gather Public Comment PUBLISH OBTAIN

REPORT DATA

2. GATHER INPUT

& Define Potential Barriers

3. OBTAIN DATA

& Verity Local Conditions GET FEEDBACK HOLD DESIGN
ON DRAFT PLAN & CHARRETTE &
LL 4 DESIGN CHARRETTE MAKE REVISIONS PRESENT IDEAS

/ & Gather Feedback on Ideas

5. PRESENT SCENARIOS PRESENT LAND USE

& ldentify Preferred Alternative SCENARIOS &
SELECT PREFERRED
t 6. GATHER FEEDBACK ALTERNATIVE

& Gather Public Comment
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JAMES M. VAYO, AICP
PROJECT MANAGER

Q@ Mail (] Phone N4 Email / Website B~
438 Dubuque Street Office: 603.669.4664 jvayo@snhpc.org SRR

Manchester, NH 03102 www.snhpc.org
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