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Introduction

 Who | am

* University of Hawai'‘i at Manoa
* Master of Urban and Regional Planning
* Earned August 2025

Mahalo to committee:
Peter Flachsbart
Priyam Das
Harrison Rue

Gratitude and aloha...



Introduction

e East Asian cities
* Taipei and Hong Kong
Good transit as freedom

* How does something like
this happen?

First semester at DURP
Two years later...




Introduction

* Transportation and
Land Use
* Access—to places

* |[nvestmentin one
reinforces the other

 Urban infrastructure
* |t has staying power...




Introduction

* Honolulu
* Qurisland home
 Small but incredible city T T —
o P . b . ld . f Kk Secondary Urban Center
ressure IS bul Ing or :rbalnAFringe Conceptual Development Pattern on O‘ahu
change...

I:l Non-Designated Area



Introduction

* Railand TOD
* Changing tracks

* Enables more to happen

* Joined HART,
September 2025
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Literature Review

Research Questions
1. How has TOD lived up to the benefits it proposed to achieve?

2. Can progress on TOD goals be measured objectively?

3. Whatis the status of the goals in Honolulu’s TOD plans?



Literature Review

e Covered...

, ,
* Built Environment
* Travel Behavior
* Walkability

Urban Design
Urban Growth
Safety and Livability
“Equity”

. People on Foot and People on Cycles People Using People in Personal People Moving People Doing
F Universal Access ﬁ @ Collective Transport Q Motorized Vehicles E Goods and City H Business
Services
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Literature Review

Publications

* Scholarly literature

* Exponential growth
* Globalinterestin “TOD”

* Many models and
frameworks

* But—each place is unique
(read: we are special) .., wEuigl

Publications of TOD-related literature 1994-2021. (Fang et al., 2023)
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Literature Review

* Key text: Walkability

 Walkable City (2013) &
Walkable City Rules (2018)
by Jeff Speck

* Original spark for me
* He visited Honolulu in 2019
Il Pedestrians are #1!!

S VALCHBLE T, -
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Literature Review

H U M A N How Clearer Thinking
* Key text: Transit TRANSIT s il T
. H Cl Our Commun ities
e Human Transit o
(2012; 2nd ed. 2024) e
by Jarrett Walker B i s

and Our Lives

* Wealth of practical knowledge
* Easy-to-digest, good advice
" Frequency is freedom !!

Jarrett Walker
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Literature Review

* Honolulu Plans
e State, City, MPO...

State of Hawaii

Strategic Plan for
Transit-Oriented Development

Infrastructure
Improvement Master Plan
for the Iwilei Area

Hawaii Interagency Council for Traﬁsit-OrierBd,

Prepared Pursuant to Act 130, Session Laws of Hawaii 2016 by
Office of Planning

and

Hawaii Housing Finance and Development Corporation

Department of Business, Economic Development and Tourism
State of Hawaii

December 2017 (Revised August 2018)

FEBRUARY 2023
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Literature Review

U1 PLA
FINAL PLAN FINAL PL
OCTOBER 2020 SEPTEMBER 2 5o il

UPDATE PREPARED BY: PBR HAWAII & ASSOCIATES, INC PREPARED FOR PREPARED
THE CITY AND COUNTY OF HONOLULU POLLAC
ol I

INITIAL DRAFT BY: VAN METER WILLIAMS POLLACK BEPARTMENT OF PLAYNING AND PERMITTING
Transit-Oriented Development(TOD)Plan

FOR: THE DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING & PERMITTING

CITY AND COUNTY OF HONOLULU FINAL PLAN

OCTOBER 2020 ﬂ

e Honolulu Plans
e State, City, MPO...

City and County of Honolulu

City and County of Honolulu

Kalihi

Downtown : -
Neighborhood Transit-Oriented Neighborhood Transit-Oriented
Development Plan Development Plan

March 2017

July 2020
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Literature Review

April 2025

&

2045 O'AHU REGIONAL
TRANSPORTATION PLAN

THE PATH FORWARD FOR 0°AHU

s I MUA
« Honolulu Plans B oA
* State, City, MPO... R T @AHQ

* Reviewed 50+ plans & )| TRANSPORTATION B —
reports related to TOD

Multimodal Assessment

. FEDERAL FISCAL fYEARS 2019-2022

‘

ALL PROJECTS AS OF
REVISION 21
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Literature Review

e Honolulu Plans
e State, City, MPO...

* Reviewed 50+ plans &
reports related to TOD

Department

of Planning &
Permitting

Transit-Oriented
Development (TOD)

Special Districts

New Street Standards

Development and
Project Review

¥ ROH 14-18

V4iSION ZERO
S o BSaEEe oR

RIGHT-OF-WAY
Withsfor Pored Sueet mprovements

Department
of Transportation
Services

Complete Streets, Bicycle,

& Pedestrian Programs
Transit Operations &
Access

Traffic Improvements at
Various Locations

Traffic Signals & Street
Usage Permits

Action Plan

Department
of Design &
Construction

Roadway Construction &
Rehabilitation of Streets

Street Lighting

Curb Ramp Program

Bridges & Drainage

Transit Plans

Department
of Facility
Maintenance

First-Aid Pavement
Repair

Pavement Preservation
Program

Maintenance &
Installation of Roadway
Striping & Signs

Storm Water Quality

| @

o

o‘ahubike plan

o‘ahubike plan 8¢

Complete Streets

DESIGN MANUAL
Department
of Parks &

Recreation

Urban Forestry &
Street Trees

Off-street Paths & Trails

Decambar 2019
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Literature Review

Honolulu Plans
e State, City, MPO...

* Reviewed 50+ plans &
reports related to TOD

* Design Guidelines and
City Ordinances

TRANSIT-ORIENTED DEVELOPMENT
SPECIAL DISTRICT

CITY & COUNTY OF HONOLULU
DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING AND PERMITTING

FEBRUARY 2025

City & County of Honolulu
Climate Adaptation
DESIGN PRINCIPLES

FOR URBAN DEVELOPMENT

December 2020
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Literature Review

' "-54
ORDINANCE
CITY COUNCIL
Y AR OLULL, s T BILL 74 (2015), CD2

A BILL FOR AN ORDINANCE

TO AMEND CHAPTER 21, REVISED ORDINANCES OF HONOLULU 1990, AS
AMENDED (THE LAND USE ORDINANCE), RELATING TO THE TRANSIT-ORIENTED
DEVELOPMENT SPECIAL DISTRICT.

BE IT ORDAINED by the People of the City and County of Honolulu:

SECTION 1. Purpose and intent. The purpose of this ordinance is to establish a
i H O n O lu lu P l.a n S special district with apprgpriate land use standardps). and guidelines for those areas
around the Honolulu Rail Transit Project stations. Transit-oriented development
. ("TOD") in this special district should be designed to have a positive, robust economic
L] State C |ty M P O impact, improve transit ridership and the use of multimodal transportation, contribute to
) ’ eee open spaces and parks, and provide a broad range of housing units.

° Revi ewe d 50 -+ p la N S & o repSIaEc?eLl?u!:hzt'hgi%:‘l:vizr:g;'z‘1’ Revised Ordinances of Honoluiu 1990, is repealed
reports related to TOD

* Design Guidelines and
City Ordinances
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Literature Review

e Summary—
* TOD is maturing...

* How do we benchmark
Honolulu?

20
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Scorecard

* Honolulu Rail
Transit Project
(HRTP)

Waiawa @

Halaulani PEARL HIGHLANDS O Station SEGMENTS:
alautani

LEEWARD COMMUNITY COLLEGE () A D
Rail Operations F')‘S\%?gg& . _O_ P
Center @

8 Pouhala ~ (R Kiss-and-Ride =)= Airport Extension 2025
WAIPAHU TRANSIT CENTER
@ Bus Transit Center -O- City Center 2031
@G B Hoaeae Hilawa @ i
WESTLOCH () ; ALOHASTAD%? © Future Parking Facilities = Future Segment

Honouliuli
HOOPILI

@& Keone'ae

UH-WEST OAHU

Future H2 Access Ramp

kalapa
() JOINT BASE PEARL HARBOR-HICKAM

Kahauiki Q8
MIDDLE STREET TRANSIT CENTER
O Mokauea KALIHI

Niuhelewai _
HONOLULU COMMUNITY COLLEGE - KAPALAMA

Kawili wiLel

N Holau crinatown

N Kuloloia pownTown

O Ka'akaukukui civic center
-, Kakuluae'o kakaako

Ahua
LAGOON DRIVE
O
Lelepaua
DANIEL K. INOUYE

INTERNATIONAL
AIRPORT

O Kualaka'i
EAST KAPOLEI

Kalia ALA MOANA CENTER

0 05 1 2 Miles
I N S N |
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Scorecard

* Honolulu Rail
Transit Project
(HRTP)

* Neighborhood
TOD Plans

LEEWARD COMMUNITY,COLLEGE y

HALAWA Pod

o N

HO'OPILI 7

‘AlEA

PEARL CITY A | PEARL HARBOR]

| EAST. KAPOLE

WAIPAHU ; sl

'AGOON
e DRIVE

EAST
KAPOLEI

Rail Station Names

AIRPORT

KALIHI

DOWNTOWN

CIVIC CENTER
KAKA‘AKO
(HCDA)

ALA MOANA
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Scorecard

. HalauBaLebward & onimty
° Honolulu Ra”_ R mumy 5

o ; 3 ; ; :
Tra n S it P rOj e Ct Pouhala (Waip‘ahu‘.Trarisit Centen)s, ’ ‘ P
; f o o .Station Ja- =~ Kalauao, (i X
( H RT P) | Horae'ae (West deh‘) St.a;iom : .

; \¢ . " 1 Halawa (Aloha Stadium)Station

+ Neighborhood [t s —

4 Y,
Keone'ae (Uﬁi‘s_West @:ahu) Station < R o N A
TO D P la n S ‘ ' 5 g o _ . 7 Makald@paf(Joint Base Pearl :
V- '.. - Ha\‘r,'tior_-Hj'z_:kam) Station

East Kai"polei) Station

b 2%
& ae
i S N

A 5 ; SN ' e « - Lelepaua (Daniel K.Inodye .‘;G,

* TOD Special
D i Stri CtS | : : \ L A 3 | et | | ; 4 ,I‘the-rvrjationlafl Airport\) S.tatilc;n ‘

Powered by Esri
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Scorecard

* Defining “TOD” Scale

25



Scorecard

* Defining “TOD” Scale
* Urban and Regional
* Neighborhood
e Station Area
* Parcel/Project —

The Scales of TOD
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Scorecard

* Defining “Progress”
* Plans - TOD Vision
* Policy-Enable TOD

* Process - Operationalize TOD ( Spcc eaiinle

* Projects — Develop TOD

TOD TOD TOD TOD TOD
Plans Policy Process Projects Cutcomes
Development Plans I ———— > Special Policy AR

U

Implementing Ordinance

——
Special Area Plans \
and Regulations TOD Neighborhood Plans:

ZONING MAPS :

LAND USE ORDINANCE
SIGN ORDINANCE
SUBDIVISION ORDINANCE

SPECIAL MANAGEMENT AREAS
SPECIAL USES
ETC.

N

Permits

Functional Planning

WATER USE
WASTEWATER

TRANSPORTATION
SOLID WASTE
PARKS

ETC.

\2

CIP Projects
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Scorecard

TOD TOD TOD TOD TOD
. . Py 9 Plans Policy Process Projects Cutcomes
* Defining “Progress > > >

e Plans - TOD Vision
* Policy - Enable TOD |

* Process — Operationalize TOD [ggf;,:::;;;zb;m ) :
* Projects — Develop TOD I ! Li

mplementing Ordinance Special Area Plans Functional Planning
TOD Neighborhood Plans

__________________ Special Policy emeen
€ > Plans € :

° 0 t and Regulations WATER USE
WASTEWATER
LANDUSE ORDINANCE = = €. cucnnasnssssascsnannasasanns 9 SOLID WASTE
SIGN ORDINANCE ARG

SUBDIVISION ORDINANCE ETC
SPECIAL MANAGEMENT AREAS i
SPECIAL USES

ETC.

Infrastructure ﬁ
Permits CIP Projects

28
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Scorecard

TOD TOD TOD TOD TOD
Plans Policy Process Projects Qutcomes

‘ / Input / OQutput / Outcome / ‘

* Defining “Measurement”
* Indicators capture metrics
* Input
* Output
* OQutcome

e Measure what matters
* Which outcomes matter most?
* |sthe data feasible to collect?

29



Scorecard

* A selection of indicators

* Spanning enablement to outcomes
* Observable and measurable

* Focused on “Urban” scale results
 Measured at “Station Area” scale

* Bounded by Special Districts

* 36 indicators - “Top 12”

Indicator

City guidelines, regulations, & enforcement
Inter-agency & departmental collaboration
Fundingdirected to criticalinfrastructure
Funding for TOD planning & administration

a A~ W N R

Community involvementin TOD planning

Frequent transit network coverage

On-time performance of scheduled service
Bike, Ped, Complete Streets implementation
Transit/connections facilities & maintenance

© ©® N o

=
=)

Community feedback on transit routes

11 Total transit network ridership

12 Bicycle and pedestrian counters

13 Parking spaces to DU/HH or FAR

14 Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) per capita
15 Vehicles owned per household

16 Density of destinations (using Walk Score)

17 Intensity of land use (as percent of max. FAR)
18 Diversity of uses, housing, and people

19 Conformancewith Urban Design Guidelines

20 Conformance with Climate Design Principles

21 Value of community benefits secured

22 Acres of park dedicated & improved

23 Conformance with Urban Tree Plan

24 Percentage of households with access to parks

25 Square footage of “green streets” implemented

26 Affordable housing units (preserved/produced)
27 Housing + Transportation Affordability Index
28 Access to food, healthcare, and education

29 Age-friendly, safe, and ADA compliant

30 Title VI & EnvironmentalJustice coverage

31 Sewer, water, stormwater, & drainage systems
32 Electrical and telecommunications systems

33 Climate resilient regional transportation

34 New & in-fill development within area
35 Increased in tax revenue (property, GET)

36 New employment generated

Policy Land Use

Transit &
Mob.

Built
Env.

Econ.

Comm

W

0



Top 12 Indicators

1. Investments into critical
infrastructure

2. Frequent transit network
coverage area

3. On-time performance of
scheduled service

4. Complete Streets
implementation

5. Total network ridership
6. Total parking spaces

11.
12.

VMT per capita
Walk Score (activity density)
Max FAR (building intensity)

Affordable housing—or just,
housing units in total

H+T Affordability Index

Tax revenue

31



Scorecard

POUHALA

Waipahu Transit Center Station

Indicator Score

Frequent transit network coverage INBHD Score]
tronsit stops that ies of 15 min or
less, mwwredardzﬂmm times of day (AM/PM peaks, 'ﬂlﬂdﬂ)ﬂ and late night)

9  of15
weighted: 1.0

On -time performance of scheduled servlce [NBHD Score]
ity of tronsit service for bus and roil
(Note: This score s shared with Heaeae station arva)

of 15

Bike, Ped, Complete Streets implementation
Build-out of acti omplete Street: inond
around the station area

facilities & 4 of5
Quolity and upkeep of physical transit infrastructure, including sheiters, signoge,
elevators, ond amenities
com munity feedback on transit routes [NBHD Sconl

weighted: 1.0=
4 of5

Transit Network Quality

4

Notes

ITDP's Atlas of Sustainable City
Transportation shows that around 80%
of this station area has frequent access

[TheBus does not report neighborhood
statistics yet] The system-wide average
for OTP was used, from 2025 May: 71.2%

Welghted more due to TOD Plan (2014)
calling for *safe, pedestrian-first

13.5  environment’; many projects in pipeline

Rail station remains in good condition, as
well as Hikimoe bus transfer and comfort
station; some bus stops need cleaning

[Example text] Surveys report general
satisfaction about ease of connection,

ey
ﬁequency and safety (Note: This scare s shared

Total transit network ndershlp [Region Score]

Totol annualized network ridership across Skyline rail, TheBus, and paratransit
(Note: This score is shared with across all station areas)

Bicycle and pedestrian counters [NBHD Score]

Measures norr-motorized travel volume in the surrounding rea through permanent
‘or mobite counters (Note: This score is

P:lrklngsp:lcesw DU/HH or FAR 3 of 15
or floor area ratio (FARI0s

weighted: 0.

Vehu:le Miles Traveled (VMT) per :apl!a [NBHD Scme] 3 of15

relative
@ proxy for this station nma s orientation to cors

Track:
velude averaged per person (Note: This score i shared with Ho'aeae station area)

Vehicles owned per household
Measures car i i f transit

Density of destinations (usmg Walkscore)

Walkscore measures occess to destinations such as jobs, shops, and services within
the station orea

Intensity of land use (as percent of max. FAR) 3 of15
Tracks the actual

Diversity of uses, housmg, and people 2 of5
mix of residentiol, i along with housir i
varisty within the station area

Conformance with Urban Design Guidelines
Assesses station-wide canformance of built form with the City TOD Special District
Design Guidelines (2025), focusing on “key streets”

Conformance with Climate Design Principles 1 _ of5
Evaluates how well , green T
muld/n‘, ond, pass‘\m deslxn

S-wnr, water, stormwatn & dralnajo systems [NBH D Scoro]
Evaluates if core wet support expect
‘and population growth (Note: This score is shared with HEae'ae smuon area)

Electrical and telecommunications systems [NBHD Score]
Assesses whether energy ond digital infrastructure can support TOD growth and
climate goals (Note: This score is shared with H&ae‘ae station area)

Land Use Changes

Climate resilient regional transportation [Region Score]
Evaluates if emergency access, freight, and oir connections can support TOD

Infrastructure

weighted: 05= 0.5

0.5

TheBus Reports from 2015 Uuly-Dec)

were averaged to use as baseline:
5,651,600 (pre-COVID ridership)

Bicycle counter at Managers Drive
showed a slight decrease in overall
count since 2023 when data began

{in absence of data‘] Due to the single-
family pattern of residences dominant

5= 1.5  here, parkingis assumed to be >2.0/unit

Based on Center for Neighborhood
Technology (CNT) data, VMT at this
station area is above the county average

Based on American Community Survey
(ACS) data, imperfectly disaggregated:
this station area has 171 vehicles/HH

Using an oversimplified average based
on five multi-family addresses, the Walk
Score for this station area is: 72.2

The TOD Plan (2014) calls for urban form
thatincludes higher-density housing and
mixed-use commercial; none observed

The TOD Plan (2014) envisions “infill
mixed use” along key streets, which has
not materialized yet; sf homes dominate

As the Design Guidelines (2025) were
recently updated, this score is likely to
be low; from field walk low conformance

Welghted less because of little new
development within the area and no
evidence yet of climate adaptive design
jeighted more: 10D Plan (2014) calls.
significant spending on flood control
(820.0M); no evidence of spending yet

s for

Weighted less because Most utility lines
have not been located underground yet,
besides along rail

The TOD Plan (2014) calls for significant
spending on new streets ($17.2M) and

g ($16M); yet

sore is an illustration of concept.
o score accurately, data controls
and peer evaluation are needed.

TOD Score*

131

/300 POUHALA

u Transit Center Station F &

Indicator

ment [NBHD Score] 3 ofs
Availability of TOD planning documents, relevance (last update <10 years), and

enforcement (Note: This score is shared with Ho'ae'ae station area) weighted: LO
Inter-agency & departmental collaboration [Region Score] 4 of 5
State and City agency collaboration and coordination on TOD initiatives and X 0= 4
operational capacity to regularly accomplish works plans on schedule weighted: 1L.O
Funding directed to critical infrastructure [NBHD Score] 3 of15
Planning and budgeting for capital improvement projects (CIP) in station area i 3
(Note: This score is shared with Ho'ae'ae station area) weighted: 10=_2
Funding for TOD planning & administration [Region Score] 2 of 5
Determination if planner and staff capacity is commensurate with workload to X

administer TOD (Note: This score is shared with across all station areas) weighted: LO=
Community involvement in TOD planning [NBHD Score] 4 _ of5

Measures community involvement at various stages and levels of planning, e.g.

meetings and testimony (Note: This score is shared with H&'aeae station area) weighted: 10=_4

Affordable housing units (preserved/produced) 3 of 15
The number of affordable units preserved, created, or replaced in this station area - 3
(Note: This score is shared with Ho'ae'ae station area) weighted: 10=_23
Housing + Transportation Affordability Index 9 of 15
Measures the combined housing and transportation costs to household income X

weighted: LO= 9
Access to food, healthcare, and education 3 of 5

Assesses proximity to essential services for residents in station area - 3
weighted: LO

Age-friendly, safe, and ADA compllanl 3 of 5
Assesses whether transit access and pe i meet. ibil X
‘and safety standards for all ages and abilities weighted: L0

Title VI & Environmental Justice coverage 4 of 5
Assesses how well low-income and underprivileged communities are protected

under Title VI and EJ frameworks weighted: LO=

Value of community benefits secured [NBHD Score] 1 of 5
Evaluate how development projects contribute benefits ta the community through X

incentive-based policies (Note: This score is shared with Ho'ae‘ae station area) weighted: 05= 0.
Acres of park dedicated & improved [NBHD Score] 3 of 5
Measures the extent of new or upgraded parks within the station area delivered as X

part of TOD efforts (Note: This score is shared with Ho'ae'ae station area) weighted: 1.

Conformance with Urban Tree Plan 1 of 5
Measures tree canopy or planting in accordance with Honolulu’s Urban Tree Plan

(2019) goals weighted: 1L.O
Percentage of households with access to parks 5 of 5
Assesses proximity of housing to parks or recreational space

proximity gtop ? weighted: L0=_5
Square footage of “green streets” implemented 1 of 5

Quantifies the extent of streetscape imp
management, shade, and safety

that support.
wei ghted 10=

‘New & in- developmentwthln area 1 Df 5
Measures the extend of new development and adaptive reuse projects that are - 15
occurring within the station area weighted: L6= 1.9

Increase in tax revenue 9 of 15
A proxy for economic uplift from TOD implementation by tracking increases in tax

revenues in this station area weighted: L

New employment generated 5 of 5
Track generation of net new jobs in this station area, indicating alignment with

mixed-use goals and job-housing balance weighted: 1L.O

The TOD Plan (2014) is due for update as
many of its figures are outdated and its
vision does not account for climate risks

Recent coordination between State and
City to fund and implement a TOD
master plan in Iwilei marks a high point

The TOD Plan (2014) significant spending
on arange of infrastructure; besides
Complete Streets, no others earmarked

[without clear data on this:] TOD efforts
are ramping up, yet many agencies seem
short-staffed

Based on materials produced, the
Waipahu community has been actively
involved in TOD planning

A'market analysis (2008] estimated a net
increase of 1,520 residential units at this
station area; as of 2015, zero were added

An approximate area around Waipahu
Transit Station catchment shows that a
median earner pays 54% on H+T costs

One primary supermarket for the
community recently closed; otherwise
healthcare and education well-served

[Without field work to survey:] Much of
the station area is accessible, but some
areas could provide more shade

[Without data to compare:] Low-income
and underprivileged communities are
not being excluded here

" Weighted less because no IPD-T or PD-T_

permits have been granted in this area

Hans L'Orange Park reopened in 2024
after $4.2 renovations; the TOD Plan
calls for significant new parks ($14.2M)

100,000 Trees Oahu GIS map shows
significant tree planting in one area, but
not in the area surrounding the station

Weighted less because this station area
has historically had very good access to
parks, unrelated to TOD efforts

No “green streets” have been planned or
identified at Waipahu Transit Station

"The TOD Plan (2014) calls for denser

housing, which means many parcels will
need infill development; yet none yet

[Without real property assessment data:]
The lack of TOD projects suggest that tax
appreciation is mostly due to market

Census tool “OnTheMap” reports that
jobs within the Special District increased
approximately 21.2% (from 2015-2022)

icy Support for TOD

Pol

Housing, Access,

and Inclusion

Community Benefits

& Green Space

Economic

32
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Takeaways

* Pouhala (Waipahu Transit Center)
Station

High quality transit network
Major redevelopments yet to happen

Long way to go on green space
and pedestrian network

Some policy adjustment needed
to attain target ranges

Overall progress: in line with
expectations

34



Takeaways

Waipahu, Hawaii, United Sta.. m Household Regional Typical Regional Moderate @ National Typical

H+T Costs % Income: 5: [ Fact Sheet
‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘

* Data requires collaboration
* Leaders: DTS, DPP, OahuMPO
Some GIS specialty mapping
Most data already exists
Limited additional effort
* New parameters can be coordinated

Census Block Group Geographies
“

inual Vehicle Miles Traveled per Household

* Needs will escalate
* TOD planners and staffing

s Block Group

e Counters, owners, coordinators ' NN —

35



Takeaways

* TOD vision is shaping Honolulu

* Planners must be reflexive and
adaptive through implementation

e A scorecard is aviable framework for
measuring TOD progress

* Room for refinement and tuning

Waipahu

Neighborhood TOD Plan

1 PHASE 2
TraNsIT StaTIONS / Puazas * LARGER PROPERTIES (GREATER THAN 172 acre)

PHASE 3 PHASE 4 PHASE 5
* LARGER PROPERTIES (GREATER THAN 1/2 acre) * PROPERTIES ALONG FARRINGTON HicHway * RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENT ON PERIPHERY
ALone F HicHway E STA OF STATION AREAS
L ET” Finat PLan Buitbour
ROPERTIES WITH BUILDINGS BuiLt
PrImARILY BETwWEEN 1959 - 1970

36



Call to Action



Callto Action

* Multimodal future is coming
* Relief from housing pressure

* Must pay attention to: T —
* Parking—in its place T e
* Transit-supportive form
* Equitable growth
* VMT target (policy)
* Infrastructure financing

38



Callto Action

* Turning a corner: CCGS

* Longitudinal scorecard — 5 yrs
* Can be scored retroactively

* |t will take Council leadership
* Can reveal insights to action

* Inherently collaborative

* Goal: safer, more equitable,
more livable Honolulu

39
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