


diamonds 

in the sea of sprawl
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new urbanists producing:



Rosemary Beach, Walton County, FL

breakthrough greenfield development



I’On, Mount Pleasant, SC

breakthrough greenfield development



I’On, Mount Pleasant, SC

breakthrough greenfield development



I’On, Mount Pleasant, SC

breakthrough greenfield development



Poundbury, Dorchester, UK

breakthrough greenfield development



v

Hudson Farm
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Studying Precedents



solar, water



Hudson



v

At the same scale: Hudson Farm and Savannah, GA



Urban Structure



Neighborhoods



The Green Network



Primary Street + Secondary Streets + Alleys + Trails



Transect Zones













noticed at last 

for urban regeneration
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new urbanists getting:



Fort Monroe, Hampton VA

resuming work on settled places









Winter Park, FL



South Miami

1992 After improvements in 1994



shopping centre retrofits 

new town centres

…and finally, the ‘CBDs’

www.doverkohl.com

new urbanists making:







Before

After



Downtown Kendall, Miami, FL

reimagining ‘edge cities’



Glenwood Park, Atlanta, GA

new centers



new centers



Glenwood Park, Atlanta, GA

new centers



in the metropolitan core



Broad Street, Richmond VA

in the metropolitan core



in the metropolitan core

Broad Street, Richmond VA



Marshall Street, Richmond VA

in the metropolitan core



Marshall Street, Richmond VA

in the metropolitan core



rethinking social housing
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new urbanists insist on:



HOPE VI

Park Du Valle – Louisville, Kentucky – UDA Images – Urban Design Associates

Before After



King Plaza – Philadelphia, Pennsylvania – Torti Gallas and Partners

Images – Torti Gallas and Partners

HOPE VI



King Plaza – Philadelphia, Pennsylvania – Torti Gallas and Partners

Images – Torti Gallas and Partners

HOPE VI



Chicago

HOPE VI



global tipping point?
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new urbanism reaching:



Antigua / Jocotenango, Sacatepequez, Guatemala

the new global imperative?





Condado Concepción, Guatemala City, Guatemala

the new global imperative?



Condado Concepción, Guatemala City, Guatemala

the new global imperative?



the new global imperative?

Maljevik Bay, Montenegro



Jeddah, Saudi Arabia

the new global imperative?

Maljevik Bay, Montenegro



Jeddah, Saudi Arabia

the new global imperative?



Jeddah, Saudi Arabia

the new global imperative?



Jeddah, Saudi Arabia

the new global imperative?



Sabkha, Thuwal, Saudi Arabia

the new global imperative?



Sabkha, Thuwal, Saudi Arabia

the new global imperative?



a moment of considerable risk

Moscow



a moment of considerable risk

Moscow



a moment of considerable risk

Moscow



form-based codes 

& the ‘transect’
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new urbanists using:



the transect



the SmartCode



Montgomery, AL



Dealt only with 80 acre “greenfield” sites outside of downtown



existing buildings  proposed buildings  civic buildings  

downtown master plan



“transect map” for the SmartCode

T-4 OpenT-4 Restricted T-5 Civic ParkCivic Space



‘miami 21’

A new code for the city of Miami, produced by DPZ Images – City of Miami



responding to Katrina
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new urbanists:





‘mississippi renewal forum’

Responding on the Gulf Coast after Hurricane Katrina



The charrette

‘mississippi renewal forum’



Ocean Springs, Mississippi

‘mississippi renewal forum’



Ocean Springs, Mississippi

‘mississippi renewal forum’



south louisiana



Calthorpe et al

south louisiana



the big picture
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new urbanists re-imagining:



proposed 

transit lines

citywide plans

Fayetteville Arkansas



regional planning



3,852,599 developable acres
3,048,058 2000 regional population

2.49 average household size
1,224,120 households

1.44 units per acre
849,350 developed acres

Area Developable Developed Available
Brevard 675,402 390,339 136,073 254,266
Lake 740,599 426,473 97,157 329,316
Orange 642,122 462,515 181,553 280,962
Osceola 964,015 649,425 59,873 589,552
Polk 1,287,102 960,475 175,783 784,692
Seminole 220,743 161,667 76,370 85,297
Volusia 782,644 520,904 122,541 398,363
TotalTotalTotalTotal 5,312,627 3,571,798 849,350 2,722,448

developed areas 2000protected lands 2000
water bodies

trend model: 2000

Source: www.myregion.org / University of Pennsylvania



Area Developable Developed Available
Brevard 675,402 390,339 136,918 253,421
Lake 740,599 426,473 117,302 309,171
Orange 642,122 462,515 303,077 159,438
Osceola 964,015 649,425 90,270 559,155
Polk 1,287,102 960,475 185,396 775,079
Seminole 220,743 161,667 114,438 47,229
Volusia 782,644 520,904 129,295 391,609
Total 5,312,627 3,571,798 1,076,696 2,495,102

3,852,599 developable acres
3,048,058 2000 regional population

3,860,600 2010 regional population
2.49 average household size

1,550,442 households

1.44 units per acre
1,076,696 developed acres

developed areas 2000
developed areas 2000-2050

protected lands 2000
water bodies

trend model: 2010

Source: www.myregion.org / University of Pennsylvania



Area Developable Developed Available
Brevard 675,402 390,339 157,701 232,638
Lake 740,599 426,473 159,617 266,856
Orange 642,122 462,515 354,585 107,930
Osceola 964,015 649,425 118,977 530,448
Polk 1,287,102 960,475 215,488 744,987
Seminole 220,743 161,667 128,578 33,089
Volusia 782,644 520,904 149,944 370,960
Total 5,312,627 3,571,798 1,284,890 2,286,908

3,852,599 developable acres
3,048,058 2000 regional population

4,607,100 2020 regional population
2.49 average household size

1,550,442 households

1.44 units per acre
1,284,890 developed acres

developed areas 2000
developed areas 2000-2050

protected lands 2000
water bodies

trend model: 2020

Source: www.myregion.org / University of Pennsylvania



Area Developable Developed Available
Brevard 675,402 390,339 179,729 210,610
Lake 740,599 426,473 207,976 218,497
Orange 642,122 462,515 379,797 82,718
Osceola 964,015 649,425 136,845 512,580
Polk 1,287,102 960,475 253,611 706,864
Seminole 220,743 161,667 134,163 27,504
Volusia 782,644 520,904 183,448 337,456
Total 5,312,627 3,571,798 1,475,569 2,096,229

3,852,599 developable acres
3,048,058 2000 regional population

5,290,800 2030 regional population
2.49 average household size

2,124,819 households

1.44 units per acre
1,475,569 developed acres

developed areas 2000
developed areas 2000-2050

protected lands 2000
water bodies

trend model: 2030

Source: www.myregion.org / University of Pennsylvania



Area Developable Developed Available
Brevard 675,402 390,339 204,255 186,084
Lake 740,599 426,473 266,470 160,003
Orange 642,122 462,515 398,885 63,630
Osceola 964,015 649,425 161,647 487,778
Polk 1,287,102 960,475 313,566 646,909
Seminole 220,743 161,667 139,554 22,113
Volusia 782,644 520,904 244,759 276,145
Total 5,312,627 3,571,798 1,729,136 1,842,662

3,852,599 developable acres
3,048,058 2000 regional population

6,199,988 2040 regional population
2.49 average household size

2,489,955 households

1.44 units per acre
1,729,136 developed acres

developed areas 2000
developed areas 2000-2050

protected lands 2000
water bodies

trend model: 2040

Source: www.myregion.org / University of Pennsylvania



Area Developable Developed Available
Brevard 675,402 390,339 229,044 161,295
Lake 740,599 426,473 313,630 112,843
Orange 642,122 462,515 414,936 47,579
Osceola 964,015 649,425 212,101 437,324
Polk 1,287,102 960,475 390,341 570,134
Seminole 220,743 161,667 143,628 18,039
Volusia 782,644 520,904 309,243 211,661
Total 5,312,627 3,571,798 2,012,923 1,558,875

3,852,599 developable acres
3,048,058 2000 regional population

7,217,534 2050 regional population
2.49 average household size

2,898,608 households

1.44 units per acre
2,012,923 developed acres

developed areas 2000
developed areas 2000-2050

protected lands 2000
water bodies

trend model: 2050

Source: www.myregion.org / University of Pennsylvania



• Ocala Forest

• Network of Springs

• Ridgeland

• Dunes & Coastal Areas

• Large Contiguous Tracts

Existing conserved lands 

Contiguous Open Space

“systems” approach

Source: www.myregion.org / University of Pennsylvania



2040-2050

Existing conserved lands

Contiguous Open Space

Acquired Lands

land acquisition

Source: www.myregion.org / University of Pennsylvania



Trend Alternative

2000

Source: www.myregion.org / University of Pennsylvania



Trend Alternative

2010

Source: www.myregion.org / University of Pennsylvania



Trend Alternative

2020

Source: www.myregion.org / University of Pennsylvania



Trend Alternative

2030

Source: www.myregion.org / University of Pennsylvania



Trend Alternative

2040

Source: www.myregion.org / University of Pennsylvania



Trend Alternative

2050

Source: www.myregion.org / University of Pennsylvania



TOTAL COSTS OF ALTERNATIVE MODEL $90.4 Billion
TOTAL COSTS OF “TREND” MODEL $116.7 Billion

COST SAVINGS WITH ALTERNATIVE MODEL = $26.3 BILLION$26.3 BILLION$26.3 BILLION$26.3 BILLION
for a far superior form of development

Acres          Cost/Acre        Total 
Cost

Urbanization costs for new development 420,410 $90,000      $37.8 Billion

Infrastructure costs for redevelopment 328,904 $20,000        $6.6 Billion

Conservation land acquisition 724,429 $25,000      $18.1 Billion

High-speed rail, transit, freight, ferry $ 27.9 Billion 

costs

Source: www.myregion.org / University of Pennsylvania









myregion.org

Orlando, Florida



myregion.org

Orlando, Florida



the convenient remedy

new urbanists have:

www.doverkohl.com
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Source:  LUTAQH final report, King County ORTP, 2005
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North Redmond Queen Anne

CO2 and density
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Source:  LUTAQH final report, King County ORTP, 2005
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North Redmond Queen Anne

CO2 and connectivity
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Source:  LUTAQH final report, King County ORTP, 2005

North Redmond Queen Anne

CO2 and convenient retail
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Foreclosures /10,000 Units

WASHINGTON

Source: RealtyTrac, Center for Regional Analysis 
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Foreclosures /10,000 units

Source: RealtyTrac, Center for Regional Analysis 

MSA = 84



LEED-ND






