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Thank you to the 2017-2018
Sustainable Communities Division Sponsors!

Interested in sponsorship? 

Contact Merrill St Leger Demian 

(Merrill.StLegerDemian@smithgroupjjr.com)



Division Contact 
Information

Website: 
planning.org/divisions/sustainable

Blog: www.sustainableplanning.net

LinkedIn: APA Sustainable 
Communities Division

Facebook/Twitter: APASCD

Scott Turner, Division Chair & 
incoming Chair, Matt Bucchin: 
APASCD@gmail.com

Photo: HDR/City of  Kansas City – Kansas City 

Downtown Streetcar



2018 Awards for 
Excellence in 
Sustainability

Nominations due:
Friday, January 19, 2018

10 award categories:
• Community Sustainability or 

Resilience Plan

• State or Regional Sustainability or 

Resilience Plan

• Sustainable Policy, Law, or Tool

• Sustainable Urban Design Plan or 

Development Project

• Sustainable Building Project

• Sustainable Park, Recreation, or Open 

Space Project

• Sustainable Transportation Project

• Sustainable Green Infrastructure 

Project

• Student Sustainability Project or Paper

• Leadership in Sustainability



Submissions

Nominations Due: Friday January 19, 
2018

Upload to Dropbox: single PDF, 10mb 
max.

More Information: 

• planning.org/divisions/sustainable/awards/

• www.sustainableplanning.net

Questions should be directed via email 
to the SCD Awards Coordinator: 
jenniferk@rhodeside-harwell.com



TODAY

Award-Winning Sustainability, Part 2

Kansas City Downtown Streetcar (MO): Winner of 

Sustainable Transportation Project Award

• SCD speaking on behalf of Jennifer Schwaller

South Central Waterfront Vision Framework Plan 

(Austin, TX): Winner of Sustainable Urban Design 

Plan or Development Project Award

• Lizzy Smith 

• Alan Holt, AIA 

• Scott Cataffa, PLA 

Millvale Ecodistrict Pivot Plan (PA): Winner of 

Sustainability or Resilience Plan or Project

Award

• Zaheen Hussain 

• Christine Mondor, AIA, LEED AP 

Graphic: Millvale Ecodistrict Pivot Plan



KC Streetcar Slides
Kansas City 
Streetcar Project

Kansas City, MO



Kansas City 
Streetcar Project

Kansas City, MO

























Kansas City 
Streetcar Project

More information:

» hdrinc.com/portfolio/
kansas-city-streetcar

» kcstreetcar.org/



S O U T H C E N T R A L WAT E R F R O N T
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Alan Holt AIA, Principal Planner 
City of Austin, Urban Design

APA webinar, December 2017

Scott Cataffa ASLA, Principal
CMG Landscape Architecture

Lizzy Smith, Senior Planner
City of Austin, Urban Design



2

SCW TODAY: Location, Location, Location
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SCW TODAY: Location, Location, Location
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South Central 
Waterfront 
Today

 Strategic 
location –
Redevelopment 
Pressures

 Lack of 
Infrastructure, 
Connectivity

 Patchwork of 
Private Parcels



SCW TOMORROW: Big Changes are Coming
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SCW TOMORROW: Under Current Entitlements

Theoretical 
Baseline
5.1 M sf

Existing 
Total

3.2 M sf

Theoretical
BASELINE
buildout

• No improved open space
• No improved connectivity
• No affordable housing
• Continued piecemeal development pattern



Existing

right-of-way

open space

18%
8%
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right-of-way

open space

23%

9%

Future 
w/o planFuture 
w/o plan

23%
9%

Existing
18%

8%

right-of-way

open space

SCW TOMORROW: Under Current Entitlements



SDAT: an alternative scenario

Imaging a better future: 2012 AIA | SDAT
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Imaging a better future: 2013 UT | HUD Study

9

TEXAS URBAN 
FUTURES LAB

University of Texas
School of Architecture



Imaging a better future: 2014 Staff Interim Report
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Imaging a better future: 2015/16 EPA Study
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Engaging the Community: 1600+ people



Engaging the Community: 6 Walkshops
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Engaging the Community:  6 Public Lectures
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Engaging the Community: Charrettes
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Engaging the Community:  Vision Sessions
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Engaging the Community:  Open Houses
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All Together Now: 2016 SCW Vision Framework Plan

2014
Interim 
Report

2013 
UT/HUD

2012 
AIA/SDAT

2015/16 
EPA



 A Financial Framework: district-wide value 
capture, strategic capital investments and 
bonus entitlements to fund public realm and 
affordable housing.

 A Proactive City Framework: public-private 
partnerships and leverage city assets in order to 
achieve community goals.

 A Physical Framework: green streets, 
pedestrian connections & open space for a 
great public realm.
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SCW Plan: 3 requirements for successful transformation



Existing Waterfront 
Open SpaceNew Waterfront 

Open Space

Existing Waterfront 
Open Space

1.   Expanded Waterfront Open Space1. Expanded Waterfront Open Space
2. Catalyst Open Space, Trails & Green Streets
1. Expanded Waterfront Open Space
2. Catalyst Open Space, Trails & Green Streets
3. Developer added Green Streets

1. Expanded Waterfront Open Space
2. Catalyst Open Space, Trails & Green Streets
3. Developer added Green Streets
4. Existing Roadway Improvements

1. Expanded Waterfront Open Space
2. Catalyst Open Space, Trails & Green Streets
3. Developer added Green Streets
4. Existing Roadway Improvements
5. Public Realm Framework for development

Public Realm First for Rational Development
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Existing

right-of-way

open space

18%
8%
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Existing Conditions & Alternative Futures: 
The Public Realm (public right-of-ways + green places)

right-of-way

open space

23%

9%

Future 
w/o plan 26%

13%

SCW
Vision

Future 
w/o plan

23%

9%

Existing
18%

8%
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Public Right-of-Ways: Complete Green Streets



BEFORE
AFTER

BAGBY STREET  - Houston, TX

Design Workshop / Asakura Robinson / Walter P Moore

23

Green Streets + Placemakers: The Public Realm
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EPA GREENING OF THE SOUTH CENTRAL WATERFRONT REPORT

CMG Landscape Architects
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Green Streets + Placemakers: Public Realm Goals
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HUMANIZE CONNECT WELCOME

INVITE CLEAN CREATE



Key Placemaking Prospects: Catalyst Anchors

1

2

1.  Trail @ the Texas School for the Deaf

2. Barton Springs Plaza

3. Open Spaces @ Statesman site
25
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S.
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e

Rim Rock
Mid Block Crossing & 

Bouldin Creek Overlook

Public Multi-use Trail

Texas School of the Deaf 
Campus Disc Golf Course

Crosswalk & Trail
Connection

Stormwater Treatment
“Hazards”

Bouldin Creek 
Canopy Walk

Bridge

Bouldin Creek Overlook & 
Bus Stop with Crosswalk

Texas School 
for the Deaf
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Key Placemaking Prospects: Bouldin Creek Trail
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Key Placemaking Prospects: Bouldin Creek Trail
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Key Placemaking Prospects: Bouldin Creek Trail
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Looking from Congress Avenue to the Texas School for the Deaf 
(Bouldin Creek @ right)

Key Placemaking Prospects: Bouldin Creek Trail
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1.  Trail @ the Texas School for the Deaf

2. Barton Springs Plaza

3. Open Spaces @ Statesman site
30
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Key Placemaking Prospects: Barton Springs Plaza
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Key Placemaking Prospects: Barton Springs Plaza
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Looking from Congress Avenue towards Barton Springs Road 
(@ location of existing “free right”)

Image from EPA Report 
& the SCW Plan

Key Placemaking Prospects: Barton Springs Plaza
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1

2

1.  Trail @ the Texas School for the Deaf

2. Barton Springs Plaza

3. Open Spaces @ Statesman site
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Key Placemaking Prospects: Statesman Open Spaces
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Key Placemaking Prospects: Statesman Open Spaces
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Key Placemaking Prospects: Statesman Open Spaces
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Key Placemaking Prospects: Statesman Open Spaces
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Key Placemaking Prospects: Statesman Open Spaces
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0’ 150’ 300’

Key Placemaking Prospects: Statesman Open Spaces
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Key Placemaking Prospects: Bat Theatre
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Key Placemaking Prospects: Wetlands
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Key Placemaking Prospects: Wetlands
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Key Placemaking Prospects: Great Lawn
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Key Placemaking Prospects: Pontoon Landing
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Three requirements for successful transformation:

 A Financial Framework: district-wide value 
capture, strategic capital investments and 
bonus entitlements to fund public realm and 
affordable housing.

 A Proactive City Framework: public-private 
partnerships and leverage city assets in order to 
achieve community goals.

 A Physical Framework: green streets, 
pedestrian connections & open space for a 
great public realm.
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SCW Framework Plan: The three legged stool



Dollars & Sense: The Value of the Public Realm Vision

Open Space = $20.8 Million

Existing Streets = $33.4 Million

New Streets = $44.8 Million

Total Cost = $99   Million
47

Ph
ys

ic
al

Fr
am

ew
or

k



Dollars & Sense: Funding the Public Realm Vision

Open Space = $20.8 Million

Existing Streets = $33.4 Million

New Streets = $44.8 Million

Total Cost = $99   Million
48

Making Density Work: The Financial Toolkit

Transportation 
Infrastructure

Parks & Open 
Spaces Affordable Housing

Privately Funded
Public Improvement District   

Transfer of Development Rights  

Philanthropy  

Publicly Funded

Tax Increment Financing   

CIP Funds  

Parking Fund  

Affordable Housing (tax 
abatements/credits, REIT) 
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20% all new units
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Making Density Work: Test Scenario
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South Central Waterfront Vision 
Illustrative Plan

Testing:
Return on Investment
Potential cost sharing
Potential tax increment
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Making Density Work: Test Scenario for Development 
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Making Density Work: Fueling the Financial Toolkit
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Testing:
 Return on Investment
 Potential cost sharing
 Potential tax increment

Existing 
Condition

Future 
w/o plan

SCW 
Vision

South Central Waterfront Vision 
Illustrative Plan
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Existing 
Condition

Future       
w/o plan

SCW 
Vision


Chart1

		Today		Today

		Feasible Baseline		Feasible Baseline

		Scenario 1		Scenario 1



City of Austin Share

Total Taxes

$2.5M

$5.2M

$14.7M

$12.9M

$26.2M

$74.7M

2.5

12.9

5.16

26.15

14.67

74.65



Sheet1

				City of Austin Share		Total Taxes

		Today		2.5		12.9

		Feasible Baseline		5.16		26.15

		Scenario 1		14.67		74.65

				To resize chart data range, drag lower right corner of range.
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Making Density Work: Housing Potential
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Regulatory 
Amendments

• Amend Austin’s Comprehensive Plan

• Adopt SCW Regulating Plan

• Coordinate with other citywide Master Plans

Governance and 
Organization

• Mandate a SCW Advisory Board

• Establish Development Corporation

• Create Affordable Housing Implementation Strategy

• Coordinate with Texas Facilities Commission

Capital 
Improvement 
Projects

• Barton Springs Plaza

• Texas School for the Deaf trail

• Coordinate with new development to implement Vision

Funding 
Toolkit

• Establish Public Improvement District

• Establish Tax Increment Financing District

• Evaluate feasibility of Parking Management District







In Progress

In Progress

In Progress

In Progress

In Progress

In Progress

In Progress
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Mid Block Crossing & 

Bouldin Creek Overlook

Public Multi-use Trail

Texas School of the Deaf 
Campus Disc Golf Course

Crosswalk & Trail
Connection

Stormwater Treatment
“Hazards”

Bouldin Creek 
Canopy Walk

Bridge

Bouldin Creek Overlook & 
Bus Stop with Crosswalk

Texas School 
for the Deaf
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Implementation in Pipeline: Bouldin Creek Trail
* Image below included in the adopted City of Austin SCW Plan
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Implementation in Pipeline: Bouldin Creek Trail
* Image below included in the draft Texas Facilities Commission TSD Master Plan
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56PopUp Plaza (June 2017)

Implementation in Pipeline: Barton Springs Plaza
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57PopUp Plaza (June 2017)

Implementation in Pipeline: Barton Springs Plaza
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58Temporary Plaza design (January 2018)

Implementation in Pipeline: Barton Springs Plaza
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59Temporary Plaza design (January 2018)

Implementation in Pipeline: Barton Springs Plaza
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Existing Zoning to Remain
•PUD- Planed Unit Developments
•SC/CS- Medium Density Commercial/Mixed Use  with Maximum Height 
of 60’ and Maximum FAR of 2.0

UC – Urban Center 120
•Maximum Height 60 feet or 5 floors, with multiple mid and high-rise 
elements above 60 feet permitted up to 120’ or 10 floors if:

•Each tower does not exceed 25,000 sf
•Combined area of floorplates at 6th  floor do not exceed 60%of the 
site area; and

•Towers above 60’ are spaced 120’ apart.

UC – Urban Center 240
•Maximum Height 60 feet or 5 floors, with multiple mid and  high-rise 
elements above 60 feet permitted up to 240’ or 22 floors if:

•Each tower does not exceed 25,000 sf
•Combined area of floorplates at 6th  floor do not exceed 60% of the 
site area; and

•Towers above 60’ are spaced 120’ apart.

UC – Urban Center 400
•Maximum Height of 90 feet or 8 floors, with multiple high-rise 
elements above 90 feet permitted up to 400’ or 38 floors if:

•Each tower does not exceed 25,000 sf up to a height of 240’
•Combined area of floorplates at 9th  floor do not exceed 60% of the 
site area;

•No floorplate above 240’ exceeds 15,000 sf; and
•Towers between 90’ and 240’ in height are spaced at least 80’ apart; 
only one tower per lot permitted above 240’

60

Implementation in Pipeline: Regulating Plan
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Opt-In OVERLAY ZONING/ 
REGULATING PLAN
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Opt-In OVERLAY ZONING/ 
REGULATING PLAN
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Existing Zoning to Remain
• PUD- Planed Unit Developments
• SC/CS- Medium Density Commercial/Mixed Use  with Maximum 

Height of 60’ and Maximum FAR of 2.0

UC – Urban Center 120
• Maximum Height 60 feet or 5 floors, with multiple mid and high-rise 

elements above 60 feet permitted up to 120’ or 10 floors if:
•Each tower does not exceed 25,000 sf
•Combined area of floorplates at 6th  floor do not exceed 60%of the 
site area; and

•Towers above 60’ are spaced 120’ apart.

UC – Urban Center 240
• Maximum Height 60 feet or 5 floors, with multiple mid and  high-rise 

elements above 60 feet permitted up to 240’ or 22 floors if:
•Each tower does not exceed 25,000 sf
•Combined area of floorplates at 6th  floor do not exceed 60% of the 
site area; and

•Towers above 60’ are spaced 120’ apart.

UC – Urban Center 400
• Maximum Height of 90 feet or 8 floors, with multiple high-rise 

elements above 90 feet permitted up to 400’ or 38 floors if:
•Each tower does not exceed 25,000 sf up to a height of 240’
•Combined area of floorplates at 9th  floor do not exceed 60% of the 
site area;

•No floorplate above 240’ exceeds 15,000 sf; and
•Towers between 90’ and 240’ in height are spaced at least 80’ apart; 

only one tower per lot permitted above 240’

Pr
oA

ct
iv

e 
Ci

ty
Fr

am
w

or
k Implementation in Pipeline: Regulating Plan
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Existing Zoning to Remain
• PUD- Planed Unit Developments
• SC/CS- Medium Density Commercial/Mixed Use  with Maximum 

Height of 60’ and Maximum FAR of 2.0

UC – Urban Center 120
• Maximum Height 60 feet or 5 floors, with multiple mid and high-rise 

elements above 60 feet permitted up to 120’ or 10 floors if:
•Each tower does not exceed 25,000 sf
•Combined area of floorplates at 6th  floor do not exceed 60%of the 
site area; and

•Towers above 60’ are spaced 120’ apart.

UC – Urban Center 240
• Maximum Height 60 feet or 5 floors, with multiple mid and  high-rise 

elements above 60 feet permitted up to 240’ or 22 floors if:
•Each tower does not exceed 25,000 sf
•Combined area of floorplates at 6th  floor do not exceed 60% of the 
site area; and

•Towers above 60’ are spaced 120’ apart.

UC – Urban Center 400
• Maximum Height of 90 feet or 8 floors, with multiple high-rise 

elements above 90 feet permitted up to 400’ or 38 floors if:
•Each tower does not exceed 25,000 sf up to a height of 240’
•Combined area of floorplates at 9th  floor do not exceed 60% of the 
site area;

•No floorplate above 240’ exceeds 15,000 sf; and
•Towers between 90’ and 240’ in height are spaced at least 80’ apart; 

only one tower per lot permitted above 240’

Opt-In OVERLAY ZONING/ 
REGULATING PLANPr
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A.  Barton Springs Drive East
•Extend from existing intersection with Congress 
Avenue to Riverside Drive, generally eastward 
along the joint property line of the Cox and 
Crockett parcels, and southward along the eastern 
edge of the Crockett property.
•Minimum right-of-way of 76 feet per the South 
Central Waterfront Plan.
•Final alignment to be negotiated with the 
affected property owners.

.

1. REQUIRED STREETS
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A.  Barton Springs Drive East
•Extend from existing intersection with Congress 
Avenue to Riverside Drive, generally eastward 
along the joint property line of the Cox and 
Crockett parcels, and southward along the eastern 
edge of the Crockett property.
•Minimum right-of-way of 76 feet per the South 
Central Waterfront Plan.
•Final alignment to be negotiated with the 
affected property owners.

.
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3. LOCAL STREETS AND BLOCKS
A.  Local Streets
•Local streets shall have minimum right-of-
way of 60 feet as per the South Central 
Waterfront Plan.
•At least three north-south streets between 
Barton Springs Road East and the Statesman 
Waterfront Park.

B.  Block Size and 
Configuration
•Maximum perimeter of new blocks = 1400 
feet
•Maximum block face of 400 feet
•At least two sides bounded by public streets 
with the third and  fourth sides by at least 
one publicly accessible open space greater 
than 100’ in depth, and one pedestrian way 
greater than 50’ in width.
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A.  Local Streets
•Local streets shall have minimum right-of-
way of 60 feet as per the South Central 
Waterfront Plan.
•At least three north-south streets between 
Barton Springs Road East and the Statesman 
Waterfront Park.

B.  Block Size and 
Configuration
•Maximum perimeter of new blocks = 1400 
feet
•Maximum block face of 400 feet
•At least two sides bounded by public streets 
with the third and  fourth sides by at least 
one publicly accessible open space greater 
than 100’ in depth, and one pedestrian way 
greater than 50’ in width.
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4. GROUND LEVEL USES
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SCW Vision: Imagining the Future

www.austintexas.gov/waterfront



Contact Information

Award-Winning Sustainability, Part 2

Kansas City Downtown Streetcar

• Jennifer Schwaller, CEP, ENV: 

jennifer.schwaller@hdrinc.com

South Central Waterfront Vision Framework Plan (Austin, TX)

• Lizzy Smith: Lizzy.Smith@austintexas.gov 

• Alan Holt, AIA: Alan.Holt@austintexas.gov 

• Scott Cataffa, PLA: SCataffa@cmgsite.com

Millvale Ecodistrict Pivot Plan 

• Zaheen Hussain: sustainable.millvale@gmail.com

• Christine Mondor, AIA, LEED AP: christine@evolveea.com

SCD Awards Program: jenniferk@rhodeside-harwell.com

Awards packet & other SCD info.: sustainableplanning.net 
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