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Measures

· Focus plan and projects on ensuring “access” by people in all modes instead of just “mobility” by cars.

· The plan should include substantially more optimistic goals for air quality.  The envision scenario is good but we should entertain much better changes in the modeling so that we truly know what is possible with Houston’s air.

· Plan now to encourage development of transit and lower impact means of transportation.  If we simply assume that motor vehicle miles will increase over time, they certainly will.  If we plan to discourage that from happening, we can change that trend.

· Expect and accept congestion at certain times.

· If transportation “improvements” for some are detrimental to others then they are not necessarily improvements.  Example: Toll roads and highways that create barriers for local access.  Do no harm.

· We need to measure the right things:

· Access, not distance

· What we can do, not how much we travel

· Maintenance, not just capital cost

Public Participation

· Extend public comment period 30 days and ask for more meeting times and places.  Make these times and places accessible, such as holding some on Saturdays.  We should have a town hall type meeting for the public to discuss.

· Extend the review period

· Access in Waller County is not favorable in reaching meetings.

· Key Concern- that HCTRA or other agencies don’t pull an end run around RTP.  Thus negating/ignoring the public input that went into it via the envision + Houston process.

· Who can say no to a proposed route?  Who can challenge the viability of a proposed route?

Transit + Alternatives

· Encouraged by inclusion of a comprehensive regional bikeway plan. (1st ever)

· Transit exposition is inadequate and vague.

· Create incentives within the planning process to encourage the intermodal solutions for walkability/transit/biking.

Watersheds

· Large detention basins.

· Recognize the value of a healthy watershed environment.

Freight Rail + Trucks

· Conduct a regional freight rail analysis to establish the basis upon which to evaluate the commuter rail opportunities.

· Develop system to distribute freight without 18-wheelers on city streets.

· Improved freight rail.

Livable Centers

· Improved connectivity and preservation of heritage/ traditional neighborhoods to transit system/ grid without imposing urban density.

· Transportation planning-availability of future transport should drive development.

· Encourage Four-story development with storefronts along transit corridors.

· Leverage cost-effective use of existing infrastructure to drive smart development.

· Ex: Livable centers and transit where the people already are.

· The livable centers program should be expanded and integrated with transit, road, and freight projects.  One criterion for projects in the non-livable centers programs should be how they complement and/or encourage livable centers.

· Identify (+ define the concept of livable centers) opportunities to create livable centers and bring those into alignment with transit plans and other modes to connect them for improved access.

Environmental Justice

· Value Environmental Justice.  Keep urban communities diverse and livable.

· Density needs to be balanced by quality of life.

· Pay in to fund in lieu of open/green space should be applied in neighborhood impacted quality of life.

· The Environmental Justice metrics should be expanded beyond the minimum federal requirements.

Goals + Missions

· Encouraged by shift in tone, if not projects, towards more green space and alternatives to automobile.

· Like the vision and goals, so ensure that project-funding criteria are consistent with the vision and goals.

· Goals + mission are generally excellent and should be supported.

· “Planned + Programmed” projects should still be on the table for reconsideration in light of RTP concepts.

· Other

· We can’t keep thinking and planning in funding “buckets”- everything is interrelated.  Ex: Freight rail ↔ Trucks ↔ highways ↔ livable centers ↔ transit 

· Quality > Quantity (Better to do one project right than 2 projects cheap)

These points were the result of a group exercise and do not necessarily reflect the views of the Gulf Coast Institute or other participants in the Livable Houston Network.  They are provided as examples and are not a complete list of concerns and accolades.


