Session 4A Abstracts
The High Cost of Free Parking – Amy Ford-Wagner
Although minimum parking requirements are widely in place in most American cities, they impose great costs on development and contribute to an urban form that prioritizes driving over other modes of transportation.  UCLA professor Donald Shoup exposed the costs and negative impacts of minimum parking requirements in his 2005 book The High Cost of Free Parking and proposed that cities manage parking demand through variable pricing.  Since the publication of this landmark book, many cities have started re-examining their parking requirements and experimenting with adjusting the cost of parking to regulate demand throughout the day.  In this panel jointly sponsored by ITE and APA, planners and engineers will introduce what variable pricing for parking is and how it contributes to urban revitalization; how ITE parking generation rate are developed and whether they make sense; and examples where variable pricing for parking has been implemented in New York City  and other cities across the United States.
Using ITE Parking Generation Manual and its Limitations – Gordon Meth
The ITE Parking Generation Manual contains considerable information on parking for specific land uses, as well as considerable time of day information.  Said data has been effectively used to review and revise parking ordinance requirements for numerous municipalities.  However, many of the land uses rely on limited information, meaning that caution is needed in its effective application.  This presentation will contain a discussion of this data, as well as certain other trends in the manual.

[bookmark: _GoBack]Suburban Examples of Variable Parking Pricing Throughout the Country – David Fields 
This presentation will present examples of variable pricing for parking in suburban cities around the nation.
Urban Redevelopment: Parking for Less – Maurice Rached
As opportunities for new development in New Jersey are increasingly limited, redevelopment in urban areas is seen by planners and market watchers as the impending trend. This, however, carries many challenges including achieving the necessary density and meeting the requisite parking supply. 
Commercial and residential developments are often constrained by local parking requirements, which precludes achieving the desired density in urban areas, transit oriented developments, and other locations where mass transit is available. Based on current economic and environmental trends, complying with local parking standards has proven, in most cases, to be cost prohibitive and environmentally objectionable. Addressing these challenges is often cost prohibitive, and development in urban areas becomes economically unfeasible. In order to increase land-use density and reduce parking supply, a combination of the following elements will be necessary:
1. Reliance on nationally accepted parking data, such as the Parking Generation Handbook published by the Institute of Transportation Engineers;
1. Accessibility to mass transit;
1. Access to a car-sharing program; and
1. Education and public outreach.
In this article, we will focus on car-sharing, which is a program where subscribers have short term access to a car for an hourly rate. The user can reserve a car via internet or by phone. The car could be picked-up and returned to a specific location, or it could be used and dropped anywhere within a defined perimeter, ready for the next user. The fee normally covers all expenses including gas. In the US, there are currently about 50,000 car-sharing subscribers, while in Canada the number of users exceeds 300,000. 
Most local review Boards rely on the Residential Site Improvements Standards (RSIS) for parking requirements, while some have developed their own requirements.  Either way, parking standards in New Jersey do not, for the most part, promote lowering the current overwhelming dependency on the automobile. In urban areas that have access to mass transit, limiting parking supply should be used aggressively as a management tool, and part of larger transportation demand strategy, to reduce trips and improve mass transit ridership. This is where car sharing can be implemented to provide “part-time” personal transportation, where one vehicle can address the mobility needs of several individuals. 
Car sharing programs have been reported to reduce trips and parking needs significantly. In published reports, the number of vehicles removed from the transportation network per car-sharing vehicle is 20 for the Zipcar national program and 10.8 for the Philadelphia PhillyCarShare program. In the same studies, it was found that approximately 30% of participants sold their vehicle. These are very significant and encouraging findings that highlight the benefits derived from these innovative programs. 
Based on current data and studies, it is recommended that a car sharing program should be considered in every urban redevelopment project with access to mass transit. In terms of parking credits, published data support reducing the parking supply by 10 spaces for every car-sharing vehicle.

