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Main question for the exercise in breakout rooms
“What is your opinion in putting into practice the mobility

principles for your study/project area or your work?”
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Context and Trends
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Mobility
The ability to move or be moved freely and

easily / physically, or between classes and
occupations

All-inclusive mobility

Encompasses the demand for integrated
offers in a seamless mobility chain.
Complementary trend to Mobility as a Service

Mobility as a Service MaaS

Includes mobility services that make it
possible to use different means of transport
seamlessly as required without having to
invest directly in availability and operation of
vehicles

2]
_ Definitions GO
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Last Mile concept

The last mile is the last (or first) section of a chain
of routes that directly connects users, particularly
relevant for infrastructure and logistics.

Modal Split / Multimodal

refers to the distribution of the transport volume
across different modes of transport.

Twalking

is a play on words from Texting and Walking and
describes the phenomenon of people writing
texts on their smartphones in public spaces while
walking slowly and inattentively.



Context and Trends

The world is becoming Urban passenger mobility Urban goods mobility
increasingly urban demand is booming demand explodes
Urban and rural population, 2010-2050 Urban mobility demand, 2010-2050 Urban goods mobility demand, 2010-
[m people; %] [trillions passengerkm p.a.; %] 2050 [trillions of ton-km p.a. %]

CAGR 2015-50
+1.5% p.a.

CAGR 2015-50
-0.1% p.a.

48% 40% 34%

2010 2030 2050 2010 2030 2050 2010 2030 2050

I Urban Rural

Source: UN Department of Economic and Social Affairs, OECD/ITF, Arthur D. Little
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Context and Trends

Figure 2: Mobility is being redefined again, driven by the 4th industrial revolution

% Mobility 1.0

Pre-industrial time

Mobility 2.0

1st industrial revolution

Steam-based technology
Industrialization

Metallurgy, machine
building

' ; Mobility 3.0

2nd and 3rd industrial
revolutions

Automation
Electrification

Mass production
Start of digitalization

AXI

'S

Mobility 4.0

4th industrial revolution

m Convergence of industry
and technology

B Digitalization, Internet of
Things
B Social media

B |ndividualization and mass-
customization

INDUSTRY B Agricultural focus
B \Waterways as most
MOBILITY important traffic routes

B Horses and carriages

XVIII century and earlier

Source: Arthur D. Little

Expansion of rail and local
public transport

Bicycle as a horse substitute

Steam ships displace sailing
ships

XIX century

Expansion of roads and air
transport

Motorization with
individual cars

Car as a backbone of
mobility

Rail blossoms

XX century

B Massive data growth —
“Data highways”

B Mobility Big Data

B [ntegration of modes, new
(shared) mobility services

B Autonomous driving

B Mobility-as-a-Service —
Usage rather than
ownership

XXI century



Context and Trends
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Al /Machine Learning / Deep IOT, IIOT, Sensors &  Advancements - Search/Social/ Distributed Ledger Systems, Apps, Infrastructure, Technologies
Learning Wearables Messenging/Livestreams Cryptocurrencies & DApps + Predictive Analytics
X, % & Yl !
lb.@munﬁnn #7 Robots #8 Immersive Media #10 Cloud Computing.
Inforfnatlon, T.’a‘sk, Proce?s, Cons,,/Comm./Indus., Robpts. . #VR/ AR/ #MR/ 360°/ Infrastructure, networks, SaaS, laaS, PaaS
Machine, Decision & Action Drones & Autonomous Vehicles Video?Gaming standards, services & devices & MESH Apps
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#11 3D Printing #12CX #13 EnergyTech #14 Cybersecurity #15 Voice Assistants
Additive Manufacturing & Customer Journey, Experience Efficiency, Energy Storage  Security, Intelligence Detection, Interfaces, Chatbots &
Rapid Prototyping Commerce & Personalization & Decentralized Grid Remediation & Adaptation Natural Lang\u?e Processing
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a= &
#16 Nanotechnology #17 Collaborative Tech. #18 HealthTech. 19 Human-Computer Interaction ﬂmm

Computing, Medicine, Crowd, Sharing, Workplace & Advanced Genomics, Facial/Gesture Recognition, GIS, GPS, Mapping & Remote
Machines + Smart Dust  Open Source Platforms & Tools Bionics & Health Care Tech. Sensing, Scanning, Navigation
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Composites, Alloys, Polymers, Touch Screens, Haptics, 3D Touch, Bio-/Enviro-Materials + Solutions, + Exascale Computing

Biomimicry, Nanomanufacturing Paper, Feedback & Exoskeletons Sustainabliity, frestment & Effidency

) (g

Biometrics, Gaze Tracking

#29 Proximity Tech #30 New Screens
!ZQ.SM.CBIH Broadband incl. Fiber, 5G, Beacons, .RFID, Wi-Fi. Near-Field TVs, Digital Signage, OOH,
+ Infrastructure & Transport + Fog Computing Li-Fi, LPN and LoRa Communications & Geofencing  MicroLEDS & Projections

THE 30 TECHNOLOGIES OF THE NEXT DECADE

@ Created by: Sean Moffitt @seanmoffitt, Managing Director, @Wikibrands *. WIKIBRANDS



Context and Trends

Distribution of distance travelled per person per day by travel
purpose for urban mobility on all days
(%)

100
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Croata Poland Latvia Portugal Greece Romania Slovenia Austna ltay Denmark Belgium Germany

» Work (commuting) Professional/business Education = Shopping
» Escorting © Leisure m Personal business » Other

Source’ Data from tweive Member States (eight pilot surveys and four national surveys on passenger mobility) eurostati
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Eurostat 2021



Uroon maobility (congestion) rends wordwioe

» Each year, the number of vehicles is still increasing worlwide and urban traffic congestion remains a major issue for our urban liveability
and environmental sustainability;

» Massive investments in urban road infrastructure and fossil infrastructure in developing cities come first, while investments in public
transport and walkable public space come second or last;

« The economy of urban mobility worldwide is still driven by demand for private vehicles, although it's more diversified than 10 years ago,
with the emergence of electric and shared vehicles and bicycles;

« The size and the form of cities increasingly matter, as growing commuting distances increase the demand for both mass transit (public
transport) and cars;

* Electrification, automation and sharing are the 3 revolutionary trends that will transform the transport sector and the way we design
streets and transport infrastructure;

» Digitalisation and the 4th Industrial Revolution will dramatically modify the landscape of mobility and logistics in our environment.
Spatial planning requires new methods of “City’s Time Planning”
Number of Cars 2015 ol qoid gd g T i) g gep ey geip 1.1 billion cars
bnilon 2005 ) o) ) o) T i) g gD g g VD k) g b 1.5 bilon cars
2000 qulh quied qeid qeid i) ) i) ) D ) Y D ) ) i ) g wed w0 billion cars
Number of Tradks 2015 W W, W, W, W, W B, W W, W W 377 milfion trucks

milkon 2025 W, NE PR, BE, B B, B R B W W TR, W W 507 million trucks
2000 W L R BE, WE BN BE. BE. B R R BE. B R, BE. W OBE. R W W W W, R 90 million trucks



Energy investments 2022

Energy investment is set to pick up by e
8% in 2022 against the backdrop of the

global energy crisis, but almost half of

the increase in capital spending is

linked to higher costs
IEA International Energy Agency 2022 . . l l . I
\ ‘

Defying expectations, CO2
emissions from global fossil
fuel combustion are setto
?row in2022byonlya

raction of last year's big
increase
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Source Steffen a. all
2020 (update)

Context and Trends — Greal acceleration

Socio-economic trends

Earth system trends
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Low Impact Mmobillty for healthy utoan enviionments

Low impact mobility implies that human movements and transportation in a city are balanced in terms of:
* Modal share and multimodal connectivity

 Spatial footprint of traffic on streets and urban infrastructure

» Carbon footprint per person, per community and per city

» Shaping the urban environment with a people-centered design

 Spatial distribution of urban population and induced human movements

 Spatial and time-based distribution of urban logistics and freight

 Diversity of transport modes in order to allow inclusive accessibility for all and social justice

* Equitable urban densification in line with healthy urban lifestyles



Low impact Mobiity for heolthy uroon envwonments
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Tonsit-Oriented Development (TOD ;

1960s > segmentation of technical cultures: network
Secondary Area

™\

Vs zoning A

The importance of the coordination in the transition g | Residencial

toward sustainable mobility JERN . JL - <f‘

A concept from North America (Calthorpe, 1993) ‘ \

1980s, Coordination but sectorial imaginaries still ] )

strong & | ’f?"l' ;”é’ "'T Loy
N - mplo tm,nt

9 S EDROY

N .‘.‘\n »
"-'-:.

» Kebtowski, Wojciech, et David Bassens. 2017.

“All Transport Problems Are Essentially = —— - ér}ﬁf_';"z>’
Mathematical”: The Uneven Resonance of ; ‘
Academic Transport and Mobility Knowledge in Calthorpe’s TOD Conceptual Model
Brussels ». Urban Geography 39 (3): 1-25. Source: Cathore, P. 1933, The Next American Metropalis. Princeton: Princeton Architectural Pross

BOD, BRT, etc.



The Asion High-density TOD model
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The quarterhour city the half-hour temtory

* Relocalisation of activities and services
» Redeployment of active mobilities

» The historical depth of the notion of "proximity"
highlighted around the contemporary figures of
"the 1/4 hour city “/15min city, "the 1/2 hour
territory", the village regained, the medium-sized

city, etc.

* Inclusivity as a challenge for thinking about
proximity in order to imagine our ways of living

together and inhabiting the Earth.

W
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Key Economic Dimensions - Impacts

p Well-known instruments of Land Value capture LAN D VALU E CAPTU RE

Exactions @ ‘ Land banking (I-VC)
Land value taxes @ @ Land readjustment
[ .

[ ] % ®
{ ] 9 )
@ .
Impact fees o Land leasing
. o
° A °

® ® . °
) cR=p [
Special assessments ﬂﬂ Inclusionary housing
Charges on building rights ‘ ‘ Transfer of development rights

®>> OECD LINCOLN INSTITUTE

OF LAND POLICY



LVC is a
financial
policy
mechanism

that helps
governments
to:

City
Resilience
Program

Finance public investment in infrastructure to reduce physical
vulnerabilities due to floods, environmental degradation, etc,
thereby unlocking land values that are then captured by the city

Secure (or reimburse) upfront infrastructure funding by recouping
real estate value gains generated by infrastructure upgrades

Levy direct beneficiaries of public improvements, which would
otherwise benefit from such improvements as “windfall gains”

Unlock additional funding in conditions of limited access to
traditional sources of public sector financing

Promote infrastructure cost-sharing with win-win outcomes to
public and private stakeholders

Incentivize wider policy measures that increase land value, e.g.
reduction of local risks




Key Economic Dimensions - Impacts

UN®HABITAT

MARTIM
- SMOLKA

https://youtu.be/vEZOGF2jSW8



https://youtu.be/vEZOGF2jSW8
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Key Economic Dimensions - Impacts
Anticipating TOD with Land Value Capture (LVC)

Open anew
Land value capture (LVC) is a policy approach that enables communities to recover b A

2.

and reinvest land value increases that result from public investment and S &
government actions. p

Land value capture (LVC) is rooted in the notion that public action should generate ool ’\\g I,
public benefit. = Reui

a portion

As challenges mount from rapid urbanisation, deteriorating infrastructure, climate =
change, and more, this funding source has never been more important to the —= -

future of municipalities. _ vy N ==

When used in conjunction with good governance and urban planning principles,
land value capture can be an integral tool to help governments advance positive
fiscal, social, and environmental outcomes.

Reinvestment of land value increases can be applied to e.qg. resilience to floods,
green spaces, pedestrian linkages, better multimodal integration, social housing,

etc.
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The essentidl ink between Mmobility planning and utban govemnance

INTELLIGENT MOBILITY DECISION-MAKING &
PLANNING GOVERNANCE

COMPACT URBANISM

SUSTAINABLE MOBILITY

INCLUSIVE ACCESSIBILITY T.0.D. & SHORT DISTANCES

/
HEALTHY URBAN ENVIRONMENT URBAN PLANNING AGENCY
/ ™~
SPATIAL MANAGEMENT LOGISTIC ECOSYSTEM

TRANSPORT PLANNING AUTHORITY

TIME-BASED PLANNING

LOW-IMPACT URBAN LOGISTICS

PUBLIC TRANSPORT OPERATORS

MULTIMODAL INTEGRATION LOGISTICS OPERATORS

ELECTRIC INFRA + PARKING

REAL-TIME DECISION-MAKING




Q & A Session 5min



Case Studies of p03|t|ve mobility chonge
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Case Studies of positive mobility change

THE « SUPER BLOCKS » STRATEGY (« superilles »): A PEDESTRIAN METROPOLITAN NETWORK

Each superblock consists of 3x3 blocks
(approx. 400m x 400m)
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Case Studies of positive mobility change

Putting the transit
infrastructures in the
underground

Barcelona, 2010




Cose Stud|es of p03|t|ve mob|I|ty chonge
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Case Studies of positive mobility change

Creating by
the way a
central park
area at he
place of the
former
interchange

32
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Case Studies of positive

INSTALLER LA CHAINE HYDRIQUE ET BIOLOGIQUE VERTICALE

POUS EXTRACCYO TUNEL D

e . B
A .

s»Ouvtntsnnwm.::ts

§

3

-

AQUiFer

mobility change

INSTALLER LA CANOPEE

33
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Case Studies of positive mobility change

PLACING TRANSIT MOBILITY IN THE UNDERGROUND,
DEPAVING THE SOIL

34




Case Studies of positive mobility change
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Case Studies of positive mobility change

BIODIVERSITAT CONFORT CLIMATIC



Case Studies of positive mobility change
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Case Studies of positive mobility change

« DEUX RIVES » DISTRICT - 85HA -STRASBOURG-KEHL, RHINE METROPOLIS




Case Studies of positive mobility change
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Case Studies of positive mobility change
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Case Studies of positive mobility change

o°d
Mmove
be.brussels &%

Regional
Mobility Plan

2020-2030
of the Brussel pita

BRUSSELS MOBILITY
BRUSSELS REGIONAL PUBLIC SERVICE

The Good Move strateg

My city, my life!

e regionc
neighbourho
habits of re

cycling are e

THE CITY VISION

IDENTIFY THE MAJOR
CHALLENGES OF MOBILITY,
GUIDE PUBLIC ACTION

GREEN

Reduce the impact

the environment
-35% of greenhouse
gases by 2030 as
compared to 2005

.
.
.
.
.
.
CITY Vision ‘s
Ensure the mobility of people .
and supply to the Region in '.
support of sustainable 9y 0
regional development . o
. . °
. .
. 2 .

.
: .
. .
. L4 .
. . .
. .
D .
D .
. .
* .
d .
-. M
secure mobility pr ) M
.
Zero vision o .
o killed and o seriously N .
injured in connection . .
with travel in the regional o .
. .

public space in 2030

®

EFFICIENT

: nobility @ HIGH

optimise resc PERFORMANCE
Design forms f mobi

SOCIAL

eH\(\anr\u and comfortabl
Reduce household travelling
expenses and aim for a reduction
from 12% (in 2015) to 8% by 2030

PLEASANT

Reconcile mobility

250 km of peaceful areas in
2030 (pedestrian, residential
or meeting areas)

HEALTHY

mobility

physical
and mental health



Case Studies of positive mobility change

Reduce the need for a personal car
by offering a set of attractive possibilities
that meet the different ne

MOBILITY VISION
AN AMBITION FO

travel

BRUSSELS e 990

© Trovelasaariverofa car

Mobility Vision proposes a guided evolution
of the mobility system
on a metropolitan scale, which is based on:

1.

Influence the general
demand for travel
by a dense urban de

Callective and individual travel
(walking, cycling and new light modes)

A significant improvement An integrated mobility system Strengthened and
in the standard of living focused on user needs transparent public
and th? safety of the city's viaa welltlieﬁned deplogTent governance MObIIity Vision

residents and users, of a service-based mobility via the clear affirmation of the . .
which is based on a coherent and parking offer for the roles of the Brussels-Capital Q Is the Ott_clnment
design of efficient mobility movement of goods and people Region, its interventions and of six major gOOIS
networks, which (including public and private cooperation with other levels
contributes to: transport operators) of power and its authority
in order to: is-a-vis private and public
mobility operators.

Reinforce mobility services
hanks to an offer that is readable and

sible tc

) h involvemen
ion in favour of M -

J0ooocol

6.

Align the parking policy and regional
vision of mobility

by giving priority to off-
tin g 9

 parking,
the different
n public 5
raging the use of hybrid vehi

1nd ensuring tha

4.

Guarantee structured and efficient
h

1
| rar STRATEGY

P4 \ transport networks, vhich ensure
o . everyone's place in public space

Modsl slection ool Optimisotion o the off-strt upely
(inportclorthrough poking)
Recovery of public spoce

Development o a"Parking s
Link of a mlimodal rip (P + R) Sorves” approoch.

Support urban

distribution ives
by organising vehicle

ents and assisting
very people

to reduce road

es by

*MaaS: Mobility as
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Case Studies of positive mobility change

Case of positive change/successful transition

Brussels transformation of Central Boulevard with huge economic impact on catering and tourism




Case Studies of positive mobility change

https://youtu.be/qUe9R35jP2k
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Trade-Offs and Synergies
Modal shift: the development of active mobility

Re-articulation of the issues of connectivity and attractiveness: redefining proximity in the city of the future

* new issues of attractiveness specific to cultural capitalism < competition between globalised cities = ability to reconcile
« the need for slowness (slowing down the pace of life, tourism, aestheticisation of consumerism) with

« arrival and communication speeds (good accessibility < centrality in the network of cities)

» Accessibility of the capital remains an issue, but once there, it is the urban practices that are favoured.

+car/pedestrian-dialectic - diversification of slow active mobility as an alternative to the car

» acceleration and 'functionalization' of slowness

» The layout of mobility infrastructure is currently explicitly seeking to reconcile functionality and aesthetics. They are
geared to hybrid practices - functional, active and playful - that allow the speed of travel to be reconciled with an

enriching experience of the environment.
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Trade-Offs and Synergies

Entrants Sortants Total

Internes

0,8% 1,4%
OF - 2014 Sz s SR 5o |

Figure 62. Parts modales principales “selon la distance parcourue” pour les déplacements domicile-travail

2014 ¢t Dusgnontics fodérman 2014

Source EFT 2011
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Trade-Offs and Synergies

Use of car even for (very) short trip

 Forthe shortest journeys (less than 1.25 km), walking is obviously the preferred mode (76.6%). This does not,
however, erase the fact that the ownership of one (or more) car(s), as well as the fact of having to share or not

this car, influence the rate of car use, even for such short trips

« When they are made by individuals belonging to households with two adults and two (or more) cars, almost half
of them are made by car.

* Fortrips between 1.25 and 3 km, walking remains the main mode, except for people in the age categories 18-24
and over 65, for whom the use of the STIB is dominant.

» Forthose aged 25-64, the use of the car as a driver exceeds the walking rate provided they have parking near

their place of work or study.

* Inthe event that these facilities are lacking, owning a bicycle remains a determining factor to its use.

48



Trade-Offs and Synergies

1. LOW CARBON MOBILITY

Why active mobility?

6. INCLUSIVITY,
EMANCIPATION

2. HEALTH
AND GENDER EQUITY

3. CONVIVIALITY
[ AUTONOMY

5. LOCAL ECONOMY

4. SMALL INFRASTRUCTURE
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Key concepls

Beyond rationing: mobility justiceand mobility cormmons

» Mobility infrastructure
As social infrastructure to assemble, gather and share in

the movement

* i.e. bike communities: communities of practice that build
relationships within local communities and international

networks focused on sustainable transition.

« Mobility disparities reveal gender, race and class

inequalities. We are part of a mobile elite.

« compensation and rebalancing processes in the future ?




Key concepls

Scale of the designed city

1950-1988

1889-

2000-

The dominant social imaginaries of fast or
slow mobilities impacts the limits and scale
of the envisioned capital and its relation to

the periphery.

\

Capital of the
country

Central position in
the European 'E
highway network
Attractive examples
of commercial
urbanism

Third sector centre

Urban fabric

sprawling supported %,

the continuity
with the green

periphery

Regional
authorities

Territory limited to
the 19 municipalties

Focus on the city
cenire < lack of
fundings

Urban doors

/

Metropolitan area

Cross-border slow
mobility and PT
infrastructures
Renew dialogue with
landscape

Reuse of

outdated|residual
infrastructures

Along rail and
tepographic
elements
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Key concepls

Social imaginaries of
fast and slow mobilities
take over specific parts

of the city over time.

Spatial segregation and articulation between infrastructures of speed,
slowness and overlaps

1950-1989

1960-1989-

2000-

\

Grammar of fast
automobilities

Urban fabric
sprawling

Roadscape park-like
infrastructural landscape

Strong modal
segregation horiz. and
vertical zoning

Multiplication of
ground level

Isolated,
‘analogous’ slow
mobility spaces
connected to fast
mobility infrastructure

Grammar of slow
mobilities

Evolution from
radical segregated
solution (pedestrian
areas) towards more
hybrid infrastructure
(semi-pedestrian,
30km/h, shared streets)

Modal segregation
at the level of the
street section

Deceleration of
fast mobilities
traffic calming,
invisibilisation
Acceleration of
slow mobilities
Networked,
qualitative

slow mobility
infrastructures

/

Grammar of hybrid
mobility practices

Active mobility to
replace motorised
mobilities in daily
travels.

Acceleration of
slow mobilities at
metropolitan scale

Shared spaces

Segregated
networks of slow
mobility spaces

Recycling of
linear, ageing
automobility
infrastructure

52



Key concepls

Valued aesthetic in terms of armbiance

attractiveness of the city = recurrent
argument, but evolution of >
promoted urban models and

experiences

continuity and discontinuity of the

type of urban environments which

is valued, at the interface between

embellishment and animation

Affective and
aesthetic
investments into
the modermn road
induced

a new kinetic,
tangential
monumentality
aligned with the
performed speed

the valuation
of animated,
accelerated
and mobile
environment

Creation of calm
rest area (park....)

Focus on visual
perception of
heritage
Backward-looking
ambiance and
urban materiality
(cobblestones)

1950- 1989- 2000- \
/

Aesthetic Visual aesthetic of Aesthetic
experience of an heritage experience of
accelerated city Dislike of speed speed and effortful
Roadscape = practices (poliution, |4 motion
instantiations of noise, ...) acknowledged Hybrid infrastructural
the progress of the as non urban dispositifs and
Belgian society practices

Accelerated slow
mobility with fun
and functional
devices ->
appropriation of
a more ethical
‘poetic of speed’

Decelerated fast
mobility to ensure
the setting of an
attractive, calm
urban ambiance
accomodating
hedonistic slow
practices



Principles of equitable TOD
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Initiated by the City of Chicago, the concept of equitable TOD is not far from the 15
minutes city concept (popular in Europe). eTOD aims to make the ensure social and
economic inclusion around public transport nodes and multimodal hubs, by:

- Improve the pedestrian accessibility to PT and safety for disabled people and
children

- Align TOD strategies with social housing development policies

- Limit consequently the amount of parking supply around public transport
stations

- Ensure that mixed-used urban blocks are not threatened by real estate
speculation
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AFFORDABILITY: Equity-focused policy
ensures affordable housing options near
transit, low-cost transit fares and tenant
protection.

DENSITY: Compact development
connects people to jobs and commerce,
and supports transit infrastructure.

TRANSIT: Transit contributes to

equitable development by expanding access
to opportunities and providing convenient,
reliable transportation services.

WALKABILITY: Pedestrian-friendly
elements create vibrant and active spaces,
which lead to health, environmental and
economic benefits.

MIXED USE: A mix of land uses
within a building, block or neighborhood
encourages fewer car trips and creates

dynamic spaces.



Equitable Transit Oriented Development (eTOD)

The 8 principles of compact urbanism in synergy with equitable Walk CyCle Connect Transit
TOD are: Principle 1 Principle 2 Principle 3 Principle 4
15 points 5 points 15 points TOD Requirement

1.Walk: Develop neighbourhoods that promote walking.

2.Cycle: Prioritise non-motorised transport networks with safe
spaces and facilities for cyclists, such as cycle lanes and parking.

3.Connect: Create dense networks of streets and paths.

4.Transit: Locate development near high-capacity, reliable publ
transit.

g VI WA LA ey
LAY, AT L

5.Mix: Plan for mixed income, uses and demographics.

N
6.Density: Optimise density, including by absorbing urban

growth with taller buildings. Mix Densify Compact Shift

. . . . . Principle 5 Pliﬂ(ipl. é Principle 7 Principle 8
7.Compact: Create areas or within-city regions with short transi s seiers 1 points -} s T
commutes.

But what happens if such area becomes too successful...and

.Shift: | ili lati ki '
8.Shift: Increase mobility by requlating parking and road use unaffordable?



Questions for the Breakout Rooms 1645 — 100

* How far can Mobility Concepts influence the Value of the Land and how can
you guide / manage the land value in your project?

* How to put the Land Value Capture concept into practice in your project?

* How can you develop low impact mobility for healthy environments in your
project area ? What kind of changes are needed?

« How to implement the mobility principles for your study/project area or
your work?
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