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Topic Areas

ÅCase studies of state and regional smart growth 

plans linking transportation funding to growth

1. Maryland Smart Growth Plan

2. Oregon Transportation Growth Management Program

3. Regional Transportation Plans

ÅGeorgia zoning and transportation law

4. Law and history

5. Background on initiatives

6. Legal Alternatives for Georgia



Case Study: Maryland

The Beginning of Smart Growth



Four Goals of Smart Growth

ÅSupport existing communities by targeting resources 

to support development in areas where infrastructure 

exists

ÅSave our most valuable natural resources before they 

are forever lost

ÅSave taxpayers from the high cost of building 

infrastructure to serve development that has spread 

far from our traditional population centers

ÅProvide Marylanders with a high quality of life, 

whether they choose to live in a rural community, 

suburb, small town or city

1: Case Study: Maryland



Priority Funding Areas

ÅThe Priority Funding Areas Act designates 

certain areasðthe traditional core of 

Maryland's urban development and areas 

targeted for economic developmentðas 

Smart Growth Areas

1: Case Study: Maryland



PFAs in Maryland

ÅMunicipalities

ÅBaltimore City 

ÅAreas inside the Baltimore and Washington 
Beltways 

ÅNeighborhoods designated for revitalization by 
the Department of Housing and Community 
Development ("Designated Neighborhoods")

ÅEnterprise and Empowerment Zones

ÅCertified Heritage Areas within county-
designated growth areas.

1: Case Study: Maryland



Local Government Retains 

Control
ÅThe Smart Growth Act gives counties the 

authority to designate the PFAs, although they 

must use criteria found in the Act to draw the 

boundaries 

ÅMarylandôs PFAs are flexible and can be revised 

at the countyôs discretion with state approval

1: Case Study: Maryland



Case Study: Oregon

Transportation and Growth 

Management Program (TGM)



TGM: Grants

ÅFocused on linking smart 

land use and transportation 

planning

ÅIncentive based

ÅFunded by SAFETEA-LU 

and the State of Oregon

ÅTwo Categories:

ÅTransportation Systems 

Planning 

ÅTransportation Land 

Use Planning

2: Case Study: Oregon



TGM: Quick Response

ÅFocused on design elements

ÅAssists with an immediate 
need for design assistance 
with an imminent 
development

ÅUsed when a project does 
not address the communityôs 
vision for efficient 
transportation and quality 
development

ÅIncludes school siting

2: Case Study: Oregon



TMG: Code Assistance

ÅVery specific help to 

local governments to 

identify and update 

comprehensive plan 

policies and land use 

regulations 

ÅDraft plans that link land 

use and transportation 

based on TGM 

principals

2: Case Study: Oregon



TMG: Outreach and Publications

ÅWorking together 

with local 

governments

ÅWorkshops and 

other public forums

ÅTailored to individual 

communities

ÅServices provided at 

no charge

2: Case Study: Oregon



Regional Transportation Planning

Examples from Baltimore, Boston, San 

Francisco and Seattle



Regional Transportation Planning

- Starting to become a pressing issue

- Increase in the amount of time and effort

- Some good examples include: 

- Baltimore

- Boston 

- Seattle

- San Francisco

3: Regional Transportation Planning



Mineta Transportation Institute

Boston vs. Atlanta

Affords a relatively close fit 

between the preferences of 

its residents on the one 

hand, and their actual 

choices on the other.

Can I/Do I really live where I 

want to?

Boston- 75% 

Atlanta- 35%

3: Regional Transportation Planning



Interesting Approaches

ÅOakland 

Pedestrian Mater 

Plan

ÅSacramento 

Blueprint

ÅDenver Multi-

Modal Street 

Type Designation 

System

3: Regional Transportation Planning

http://www.sacregionblueprint.org/sacregionblueprint/index.cfm
http://denvergov.org/Portals/152/documents/DMAP 12 14 2005 Final Draft 72dpi.pdf


Baltimore & San Francisco
ÅAcknowledges the importance of integrating transportation 

and land-use

ïSustainable Development

ïBTRB- understands this will be an ongoing process

ÅSan Francisco BART

ïRezoning as a major tool

ïPhased infrastructure improvements

ïCommunity organization and leadership

ÅUtilizes a combination of rezoning and redevelopment led 

land assembly

ÅCollaboration with BART Department of Real-Estate

3: Regional Transportation Planning



Seattle Washington MTA

ÅUrban design guidance, development 

strategies and financial incentives.

ÅCompact communities, urban corridors and 

mixed-use development/activity

ÅRegulatory reforms, financial incentives, 

and development strategies

3: Regional Transportation Planning



MTC 2030 Plan For San 

Francisco Bay Area
ÅSpecial Programs & Affiliations

ïTLC

ïHIP

ÅPRINCIPLES

ïFocus Growth Around Transit

ïProvide Community Benefits

ïReinvest in Existing Benefits

ïReinvest in Existing 

Infrastructure

ïCreate Smarter Suburbs

ïBuild More Affordable Housing 

in the Right Places 

ïDevelop Stronger 

Partnerships With Public 

Agencies, Neighboring 

Regions and Private Sector
3: Regional Transportation Planning



Implementation Strategies

ÅPrioritize transportation investments that 

maintain the existing core transportation 

network

ÅReserve an appropriate percentage of funding 

from the TLC/HIP program for land-use 

planning efforts

ÅCoordinate transportation/land-use 

coordination beyond major transit corridors

3: Regional Transportation Planning



Early Transportation and Land Use

ñThe old convoy had stated me thinking about two lane highways, 

but Germany had made me see the wisdom of broader ribbons 

across the landò ïDwight Eisenhower

ÅThe National Road

Å1920ôs growth in

highway construction

ÅThe ñTurnpike Eraò

ÅThe ñInterstate Eraò



ISTEA (Intermodal Surface 

Transportation Efficiency Act 

of 1991)

ÅFirst U.S. federal legislation accounting for the 

post interstate highway system area

ÅPresents an intermodal approach to transit 

funding

ÅFocus on broadening participation in 

transportation planning (including stakeholders 

that were not previously included)

4: Transportation Law & History



ISTEA main points

ÅSupport the economic vitality of the region

ÅIncrease safety and security

ÅIncrease the accessibility and mobility options 

ÅProtect and enhance the environment, promote 
energy conservation and improve quality of life

ÅEnhance the integration of connectivity

ÅPromote efficient system management and 
operation

ÅEmphasize the efficient preservation of existing 
transportation system

4: Transportation Law & History



TEA-21 (Transportation Equity 

Act for the 21st Century)

ÅJune 9, 1998 

ÅIncreased transportation funding more than 40%

ÅSame main points as ISTEA

4: Transportation Law & History



SAFTEA-LU (Safe, Accountable, Flexible, 

Efficient Transportation Equity Act: A 

Legacy for All Users )

ÅRepresents the largest transportation investment in the 
history of the United States!

ÅGuaranteed $244.1 billion in funding for highways, 
highway safety, and public transportation

ÅThe act also retains the Federal-Aid Highway Programôs 
core projects: The Surface Transportation Program 
(STP), the National Highway System (NHS), Interstate 
Maintenance Program, Bridge Program, and Congestion 
Mitigation and Air Quality Program, but adds one 
additional program, the Highway Safety Improvement 
Program (HSIP) 

4: Transportation Law & History



Background on Georgia Initiatives

ÅRegional State Agencies

ÅAtlantic Station: Project XL, TCM

ÅTransportation: MARTA, Transit Planning 

Board, The BeltLine, The Brain Train

ÅLivable Centers Initiative (LCI)



Regional State Agencies

ÅAtlanta Regional Commission (ARC)

ÅCity of Atlanta & the Bureau of Planning

ÅDepartment of Community Affairs (DCA)

ÅGeorgia Department of Transportation (GDOT)

ÅGeorgia Rail Passenger Authority (GRPA)

ÅGeorgia Regional Transportation Authority (GRTA) 

ÅMetropolitan Atlanta Rapid Transit Authority (MARTA)

ÅTransit Planning Board (TPB)

5: Background on Georgia Initiatives



Atlantic Station as a Project XL 

Transportation Control Measure 

ÅEPA
ïNational Ambient Air Quality 

Standards (NAAQS)

ïProject XL

ïEPA: Transportation Control 
Measure

ÅGeorgia State 
Implementation Plan

ÅAtlantic Station 
Access+mobility Program 
(ASAP+)

5: Background on Georgia Initiatives


