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W 1-3

Office hours by appointment.

For website link see: www.geog.utoronto.ca/info/facweb/Hess/hess_home.html 

Course Description

The need to reduce automobile dependence and congestion has been argued widely for many years, and urban form has been identified as a major aspect influencing choice of travel mode. The combined imperatives of sustainability, healthier cities, and worsening congestion has prompted an increasingly rich body of research on the relationships between urban form, transport infrastructure, and travel patterns, and an array of new methodological approaches to research them. This course critically examines this research and examines planning strategies that seek to influence travel through coordinated transport investment and land use and design control. Both regional and neighbourhood scale issues and strategies will be addressed. The geographic focus of the course will largely be metropolitan regions in Canada and the United States (but there may be opportunity to examine other national contexts for student who are interested). There is also some room to go beyond a research focus and look more at planning and implementation strategies.  This will, in part, be driven by student interests (see below). 

In general, the course takes a planning perspective and will be targeted primarily at students in the Programme in Planning and Masters of Urban Design Studies.  It may also be of interest to students in urban and economic geography and in transportation related fields such as civil engineering. The course does not attempt to cover transport and development forecasting and modelling, but is intended to complement existing courses that cover these topics.

In the spirit of a seminar, I have not finalized the syllabus, with the schedule and readings for the second half of the course still tentative at this point. In the first class, we will have a discussion to help me decide which topics are of most interest.

Course Requirements

Class participation: Participants are expected to do the required readings before each class and actively participate in class discussions. 

Short papers: Students will submit two short papers (3 – 4 pages) that go beyond a summarization of the readings and critically address the key issues for a particular week (starting in week 4). The papers must be submitted twenty-four hours before the class in which the readings are discussed.  Students must take a lead in running seminar for the weeks they write on.

Term paper: Students are required to write a final paper that directly engages the materials covered in the course. 

Evaluation of students

The final grade will be based on the following elements:

Class participation (attendance,  discussion, required reading)

20%

2 Short Seminar Papers and Presentation (3-4 pages)
15% each  = 
30%

Term Paper proposal (2-4 pages)





10%

Term paper (15-20 pages)






40%

Schedule

Week 1: Introduction – January 12

Course description

Schedule

Expectations

Assignments and Grading

Discussion: Personal Travel Patterns – keeping a travel diary

Week 2: Basic Issues of Transport – Land-use – January 19

Hanson, Susan (2004) “The Context of Urban Travel: Concepts and Recent Trends” in Hanson and Guiliano, eds, (2004) The Geography of Urban Transportation. New York and London: The Guilford Press.
Cervero, R. (1998). The Transit Metropolis: A Global Inquiry. Washington, D.C.: Island Press. Chapter 2 pp. 26-61 
Committee for and International Comparison of National Policies and Expectations Affecting Public Transit (2001) “Transit Use, Automobility, and Urban Form: Comparative Trends and Patterns” in Making Transit Work, Transportation Research Board Special Report 257. Washington, DC: National Academy Press. pp 17-64.

Week 3: History, Transport Technology and Urban Form – January 26

Muller, P. (1986). Transportation and Urban Form: Stages in the Spatial Evolution of the American Metropolis. The Geography of Urban Transportation. S. Hanson. New York: The Guildford Press. 

Hall, Peter (1988) “The City on the Highway. The Automobile Suburb: Long Island, Wisconsin, Los Angeles, Paris, 1920-1987” in Cities of Tomorrow. Oxford: Basil Blackwell Ltd. 

Penfold, Steve (2004) “’Are We Literally Going to the Hotdogs?’ Parking Lots, Drive-ins, and the Critique of Progress in Toronto’s Suburbs, 1965-1975” Urban History Review  33(1): 8-23.
Recommended
Urry, John (2004) “The ‘System’ of Automobility.” Theory Culture Society 21 (4/5): 25-39.
Wachs, Martin (1984). “Autos, Transit, and the Sprawl of Los Angeles: The 1920’s” Journal of the American Planning Association, 50(3): 297-310. Reprinted in Jay M. Stein, ed. (1995) Classic Readings in Urban Planning. New York: McGraw-Hill, pp. 311-332. 
Longstreth, Richarad (1991) “The Perils of a Parkless Town” in Wachs and Crawford, eds. The Car and the City: The Automobile, The Built Environment and Daily Urban Life, University of Michigan Press, Ann Arbor, pp. 141-153.
Week 4: The Toronto Region – February 2
Filion, P. 2000. Balancing concentration and dispersion? Public policy and urban structure in Toronto. Environment and Planning C: Government and Policy. 18: 163-189. 

Miller, E. and Soberman, D. (2003) Travel Demand and Urban Form – Smart Growth Issue Paper # 9. Toronto: Neptis Foundation pp. 4-35.
Filion, Pierre (2001) “Suburban mixed-use centres and urban dispersion: what difference do they make?” Environment & Planning A, vol.33, no.1, pp.141, 2001 
Miller, EJ; Shalaby, (2003) “A Evolution of personal travel in Toronto area and policy implications”  Journal Of Urban Planning And Development-Asce,vol.129,no.1,pp.1-26. 
Jones, K.G., and Doucet, M.J. (2003) The big box, the flagship, and beyond: impacts and trends in the Greater Toronto Area. Canadian Geographer. 45(4): 494-512. 

Week 5: – Regional Form, Commuting, and Information Technology – February 9

Gordon, P., A. Kumar, and H. Richardson (1989).  “The influence of metropolitan spatial structure on commuting time,” Journal of Urban Economics 26, 138-151.  
Guiliano, G. (1992) “Is the Jobs-Housing Balance a Transportation Issue?” TRR 1305, pg 305-312 
Cervero, R. (1996) “Jobs-Housing Balance Revisited – Trends and Impacts in the San Francisco Bay Area. Journal of the American Planning Association 62(4): 492-511.
Clark, W.A.V., Kuijpers-Linde, M. (1994). “Commuting in restructuring urban regions.” Urban Studies 31,. 815. 465–483. 816.
Crane, R and D. Chatman  “Traffic and Sprawl: Evidence from U.S. Commuting, 1985 To 1997” Planning and Markets, Volume 6, Issue 1, September 2003   SEE: http://www-pam.usc.edu/volume6/v6i1a3s1.html
Janelle, Donald G. (2004) “Impact of Information Technologies,” in The Geography of Urban Transportation, Third Edition, Hanson and Giuliano, eds. New York: The Guildford Press. Pages 86-112.

Week 6: Land Use Impacts of Transportation – February 16

Giuliano, Genevieve. (1986). “Land Use Impacts of Transportation Investments: Highway and Transit.” In The Geography of Urban Transportation, edited by S. Hanson. New York: Guildord Press. 

Boarnet, M. and A. Haughwout. (2000). “Do Highways Matter? Evidence and Policy Implications of Metropolitan Development,” Brookings Institute Working Paper. SEE: www.brook.edu/ed/urban/boarnettexsum.htm 

Huang, H. (1996). “The Land Use Impacts of Urban Rail Transit Systems” Journal of Planning Literature 11, 17-30.  

Loukaitou-Sideris (1996). “There’s No There There: Or Why Neighborhoods Don’t Readily Develop Near Light-Rail Transit Stations,” Access, 9. Pages 2-6. 

Cervero, Robert and John Landis (1997). “Twenty Years of the Bay Area Rapid Transit System: Land Use and Development Impacts,” Transportation Research A, 31(4): 309-333. 
Cervero, Robert 2003 “Road expansion, urban growth, and induced travel: a path analysis” JAPA 69.

Week 7: Reading Week – February 21-25
Week 8: Neighbourhood Scale Urban Form and Travel Behaviour – March 2
Cervero, R., and K. Kockelman. (1996). “Travel Demand and the Three Ds: Density, Diversity, and Design.” Berkeley, CA: Institute of Urban and Regional Development, University of California, Berkeley..

Ewing, Reid et al. “Getting around a traditional city, a suburban planned unit development, and everything in between” TRR 1466, pgs 53-62.

Greenwald, M. J. (2003). “The Road Less Traveled: New Urbanist Inducements to Travel Mode Substitution for Nonwork Trips.” Journal of Planning Education and Research 23(1): 39-57.

Lund, H. (2003). “Testing the Claims of New Urbanism: Local Access, Pedestrian Travel, and Neighboring Behaviors.” Journal of the American Planning Association 69(4): 414-429. 
Willson, R. W. (1995) “Suburban Parking Requirements: A Tacit Policy for Automobile Use and Sprawl.” Journal of the American Planning Association Winter 61(1): 29-42

Week 9: Residential Location and the Self-Selection Debate – March 9

Kitamura, Ryuichi, Patricia Mokhtarian, and Laura Laidet. (1997).  “A Micro-Analysis of Land Use and Travel in Five Neighborhoods in the San Francisco Bay Area.” Transportation 24: 125-158

Krizek, K. (2003). “Residential Relocation and Changes in Urban Travel: Does Neighborhood-Scale Urban Form Matter?” Journal of the American Planning Association 69(3): 265-281.

Levine, Jonathan, Assem Inam and Gwo-Wei Torng (2005) “A Choice-Based Rationale for Land Use and Transportation Alternatives: Evidence from Boston and Atlanta. Journal of Planning and Education and Research, 24, pp. 317-330.

Davis, Judy S., Arthur C. Nelson, and Kenneth J. Dueker. (1994). “The New 'Burbs: The Exurbs and Their Implications for Planning Policy.” Journal of the American Planning Association 60 (1): 45-59

*Week 10: Urban Design, Pedestrians and Cycles – March 16
Hess, Paul Mitchell, Anne Vernez Moudon, Mary Catherine Snyder, and Kiril Stanilov. (1999). “Neighborhood Site Design and Pedestrian Travel.” Transportation Research Record 1674: 9-19.

Handy, Susan, Xinyu Cao, Partricia L. Mokhtarian. (2006) “Self-Selection in the Relationship between the Built Environment and Walking” Journal of the American Planning Association, v. 72 (1). 
Handy, Susan L., Marlon G. Boarnet, Reid Ewing, and Richard E. Killingsworth. (2002). “How the Built Environment Affects Physical Activity: Views from Urban Planning,” American Journal of Preventative Medicine 23(2): 64-73.
Handy, Susan (2005) “Critical Assessment of the Literature on the Relationships Among Transportation, Land Use, and Physical Activity” TRB Special Report 282. Washington DC: National Research Council.  Available http://trb.org/downloads/sr282papers/sr282Handy.pdf.
John Pucher  and  Ralph Buehler. (2006) “Why Canadians cycle more than Americans: A comparative analysis of bicycling trends and policies” Transport Policy  Vol. 13, p 265-279.
Also see the Active Living website: http://www.activeliving.org

*Week 11: Implementing Transit Oriented Development – March 23

*Week 12, Street Standards, Complete Streets and Shared Space – March 30
Clarance Perry (1929) “The neighborhood unit” in The Regional Plan of New York and its Environs, vol 7.
*WEEK 13 – Gender, Households and Equity - April 6

Deka, Devaiyoti (2004). “Social and Environmental Justice Issues in Urban Transportation” in Hanson and Guiliano, eds, (2004) The Geography of Urban Transportation. New York and London: The Guilford Press

Garret Mark and Brian Taylor (1999) “Reconsidering Social Equity in Public Transit”   Berkeley Planning Journal 13, pp 6-27

Blumenberg, Evelyn (2004) “En-gendering Effective Planning: Spatial Mismatch, Low-Income Women, and Transportation Policy,” JAPA, 70 (3), p 269-281. 

Law, Robin (1999) “Beyond Women and transport: towards new geographies of gender and daily mobility.”  Progress in Human Geography 23(4), pp 567

Kwan, Mei-Po (1999) “Gender, the Home-Work Link, and Space-Time Patterns of Nonemployment Activities” Economic Geography 75(4).
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