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Virtual Meeting Housekeeping

Some helpful hints for today’s meeting:

= The Zoom Webinar Menu Bar (on a computer) appears at the bottom of the Zoom
window once the meeting begins. If you don’t see the menu bar, move your mouse

slightly and the bar will re-appear. The bar disappears after a few seconds when in full-
screen mode.

= Note that you are muted and without video by default.

= For Advisory Committee members who cannot join via Zoom and dial in via telephone,
please email your phone number to Stephanie Everett (severett@rkk.com).
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Virtual Meeting Housekeeping

To Check Audio Settings:

= Select the “Audio” option from the menu on the left
side of settings.

= Select the “test speaker” and “test mic” options to
ensure that your sound Iis operating correctly.

Use the Zoom Webinar Menu Bar to:

= Adjust Audio Settings. Click the upward arrow (")
next to “Audio Settings” to change your computer’s
audio preferences (for example, change from
headphones to computer speaker).

= Leave the Meeting. To leave the virtual meeting,
click the “Leave” button.
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AGENDA

= \Welcome & Overview

= Recommended Land Use Forecast — Balanced Land Use
= Transportation Alternatives

= Evaluation Matrix

— Discussion

= Potential Implementation Tools

— Discussion

= Public Comment

Wicsmaees oL

DslDOT

5 Churchman’s Crossing Plan Update




Schedule

Listening Tour -
7/2020 - 9/2020 ! Model Land

Use and
Transportation
Alternatives Develop
Preferred

) Concept
Scenario Planning SPRING Bl SUMMER
: « 2021 2021 FALL
/’ Advisory Committee VIRTUAL Technical Preferred 2021
VIRTUAL Meeting 12/2/20 ALTERNATIVES Analysis Concept Submit
COMMUNITY WORKSHOP Worksho Plan :
P Final
WORKSHOP 3/3/2021 \ y — Report
9/16/20 —
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Management Committee

= Agency Partners
— Wilmington Area Planning Council (WILMAPCO)
— New Castle County Department of Land Use

— Delaware Department of Transportation (DelDOT)

= Consultant Team
— RK&K
— Kramer & Associates
— Renaissance Planning

— Rybinski Engineering

[
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Advisory Committee

Bank of America

Bike Delaware

Christiana Executive Campus
Christiana Fire Company

Christiana Hospital

Christiana Mall (Brookfield Properties)
City of Newark

Civic League for New Castle County
Committee of 100

Delaware Department of Natural
Resources & Environmental Control
(DNREC)

Delaware Nature Society
Delaware Office of State Planning
Delaware Park

Delaware Transit Corporation (DTC)
Del-Tech

J.P. Morgan Chase

New Castle County Chamber of
Commerce

Rutherford Community

Shipps Realty LLC

Village of Christiana



Recommended Land Use Forecast — Balanced Land Use

Churchmans Crossing Land Use Totals

= Current

— Built / occupied in 2019
+ Expected ——

development or expected to occur
based on regional econometrics

= Balanced

Current Jobs

— Considers strategic intensification

the mix of uses

0 10000 20000 30000 40000 50000 60000

® Churchman's Study Area
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Recommended Land Use Forecast — Balanced Land Use

Jobs / Housing Balance

= Current 3.00

— Built / occupied in 2019
2.50

= EXxpected
— Considers growth already in 200
development or expected to occur 2
based on regional econometrics ;g’ e
g
= Balanced 3
h 1.00
— Considers strategic intensification
of mixed-use centers to improve
the mix of uses 0.50
0.00
Current Expected Balanced
B Churchman's Study Area Remainder of County ™ Total County
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Balanced Land Use - Employment Growth
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Balanced Land Use - Household Growth
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What Balanced Land Use Might Look Like

A mall ring road in Henrico County, VA
Source: New Castle County Department of Land Use “Deep Dive” Presentation 4/7/2021
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What Balanced Land Use Might Look Like...Balanced

Altered 3D’s:
» Density

Form for Specific Places . Diversy
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Source: New Castle County Department of Land Use “Deep Dive” Presentation 4/7/2021
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What Balanced Land Use Might Look Like

: : / - . | : . - ‘ § o N ‘
2 . ‘ | y ) 2" SN
Idea: Infill parking lots, add amenities, encourage alternative transportation
Source: New Castle County Department of Land Use “Deep Dive” Presentation 4/7/2021
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What Balanced Land Use Might Look Like...Balanced

Altered 3D’s:
» Density

' Diversity

Design
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Idea: Infill parking lots, add amenities, encourage alternative transportation
Source: New Castle County Department of Land Use “Deep Dive” Presentation 4/7/2021
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What Balanced Land Use Might Look Like...Baseline

Specific Places
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Many shopping centers are in decline all over the-US
Source: New Castle County Department of Land Use “Deep Dive” Presentation 4/7/2021
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What Balanced Land Use Might Look Like...Balanced

| Altered 3D’s:
| OJD for %pe_clflc Places SR . Cversry

- 3R iy Yt SRR
Many shopping centers: ..and will Ilkely transform in the near future

Source: New Castle County Department of Land Use “Deep Dive” Presentation 4/7/2021
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Transportation Alternatives — RTP Financially Constrained List

SR 4 / Churchman’s Rd. Intersection
Churchman’s Crossing Plan Implementation

SR 2 Kirkwood Hwy. / Harmony Rd.
Safety improvements

SR 2/ Red Mill Rd. Intersection
Improve/reconfigure intersection, improve pedestrian access

SR 4 Harmony Rd. Intersection
Improve/reconfigure intersection, improve pedestrian access

East Coast Greenway — New Castle County
Churchman’s Crossing — Newark gaps

(/

SR 273/ Harmony Rd. Intersection
Highway safety improvement program, improve/reconfigure intersection
5

SR 273/ Chapman Rd. Intersection Improvements
Improve/reconfigure intersection, improve pedestrian access

Iy P
Old Baltimore Pike: SR 72 — SR 274, Sidepath e
Pedestrian / bicycle improvement w

Old Baltimore Pike / Salem Church Rd Intersection
Improve/reconfigure intersection 8o/

0 0.5 1T mi

Wicsares .-
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N
"W SR 234, Kirkwood Highway over Mill Creek Pedestrian Improvements A

'V SR 4, Ogletown Stanton Rd/SR 7, Christiana Stanton Rd. Phase |, Stanton Split
Churchman’s Crossing Plan Implementation

M Fair Play Train Station — Parking
Commuter rail station parking expansion

e

Eagle Run Rd. to Continental Dr. Connector
New multi-modal roadway

>~ >y
g New Castle County Transit Center
Relocate and reconfigure roadway

Center Boulevard extended to Churchman’s Rd.
Multi-modal road as part of NCC Transit Center

Road A/ SR 7 Improvements
Expand and reconfigure roadway

Eagle Run Rd: SR 273 -SR 7
Churchman’s Crossing Plan Implementation

SR 1: Tybouts Corner — SR 273
Reconstruct roadway



Transportation Alternatives — RTP Aspirations List + Others

YN SR 7/Telegraph Rd/SR 7 Delaware Park
Telegraph Road / St. James Road Railroad Underpass B - Intersections A

/& Access to 1-95 from Continental Drive

Churchman’s Road Extended, SR 2 ro SR [ "2 SB SR 1to SBI-95
i ) . Connection

SB SR 1to NB I-95

-~ @ ’ “
Opening Samoset / Continental Drive: SR 4 to Churchman’s Road [¥]] ‘
Ramp from Churchman’s Road to SB I-

A ¢ ‘ : 95
Brownleaf Road "‘
Mensmn 0 ) Ramp from Churchman’s Road to NB I-
Only

95
Eagle Run Road Connector to Samoset ¥ ® .
‘ Drive
D) Christiana Mall Road A Extension - East
| / SR 273:1-95 to SR 1
E Micro Transit (DTC project, not mapped) 95 —

ﬂ Automated Transit Vehicles (DTC project, not mapped)

New Christiana Mall Access Road — Bus

Za <A el Christiana Bypass

\
\

0 0.5 1Tmi / e, 7
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Transportation Alternatives - Additional Projects for Evaluation

AT

New bus transit routes (not mapped)
Tol/from Mall and SR 7 — Pike Creek, SR 2 — Prices Corner, SR 141 & SR 273
— New Castle, US 13 — Llanaollen, SR 273 — Wilton, SR 2 & SR 4 - Newark

Transit Access Improvements (not mapped)
Bus pads, shelters, accessible pathways/routes, etc.

|

SR 273 at I-95 Interchange Reconfiguration =~ ©i°

m Pedestrian/Bicycle Improvements Along Existing Roads (not mapped)

0 0.5 1 mi

[

m Pedestrian/Bicycle Connections Serving Existing Communities (not mapped)

X
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Evaluation Matrix
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Advisory Committee Considerations for Meeting #2

= Discussion Topic #1: Evaluation Criteria
— Do the criteria capture all necessary elements to consider?

— Are the evaluation scales understandable and meaningful?

|} Vimy:zvz=t- 30 _ //é Churchman’s Crossing Plan Update
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Evaluating Connectivity

= Does the project create new connections?

O
O No new ®
connections

D

New high-quality
connections ™

WWirpszarco - _ //l; Churchman’s Crossing Plan Update
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Evaluating Extent of Effect — Person-Miles of Travel

= How many users will benefit from the project? Consider Person-Miles of Travel (PMT)

Q Short length
and/or low
volume Number
of Daily

Users

Long length
and/or high

volume Project Length

Churchman’s Crossing Plan Update




Evaluating Congestion - Arterial LOS

= 40 MPH posted speed
= 2 miles in length
= Three minor intersections @ 15 seconds of delay (LOS B) each

= Two major intersections @ 75 seconds of delay (LOS E) each

= Total travel time = 180 sec (2 mi @ 40mph) + 195 sec (intersection delay) = 6% minutes
= Average speed: 2 miles in 6¥2 mins =19 MPH = LOS D

Arterial
LOSD

LOS B

2 miles

ILMA PCO



Evaluating Congestion

= How much traffic is the right amount?

Arterial Mobility: LOSF Arterial Mobility: LOS A
Thriving Economy? Struggling Economy?

@ Churchman’s Crossing Plan Update
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Evaluating Congestion — Hypothetical Example

= How much traffic is the right amount? Consider: Time of Day

= Hypothetical roadway - 4 lanes Four Lane Option
. . 2500 45
= 1 milein length
40
= 44,000 daily volume 5000 . .
= LOS D in peak periods "
£ B T
= 1080 daily VHT g % -
S C 3
= 12 acres of ROW £ 20 2
—; 1000 5
= 8 acres of pavement 2 15 &
= 75 crosswalk 00 - TRRTIEITLRET T JTEPeRTIY § 10
‘ ..0 ] .‘ . ! ’ '.0\ ! .‘ \ .'. .‘F . 5
0 4™ T Ak ’ i . i .‘. ’ \ 0
Morning Noon Evening

Volume e=mSpeed (MPH)
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Evaluating Congestion — Hypothetical Example

= How much traffic is the right amount? Consider: Time of Day

= Hypothetical roadway - 6 lanes Six Lane Option
. . 2500 45
= 1 mile in length
40
= 44,000 daily volume 5000 . .
= LOS Cin peak periods "
£ B T
= 850 daily VHT g 1% ~ -
£ C 3
= 18 acres of ROW £ 20 2
= 10 acres of pavement = 15 &
; E
= 100’ crosswalk 500 W TRTTRRTIGITL AT T, JTEPRTIY 4 10
o‘ ..0 .‘ .‘ . ! e '.0\ . .‘ \ .b. .‘F . 5
0 Yol 87 9% ’ . . i .‘. ’ \ 0
Morning Noon Evening

Volume e=mSpeed (MPH)

il //é Churchman’s Crossing Plan Update
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Evaluating Congestion

= How much traffic is the right amount?

Four Lane Option

I
(9]

2500

B
o

w
(9]

2000
A

v o)
w
o

Hourly Traffic Volume
(@]
Arterial Speed (MPH)

1500

N
w

O Neutral: traffic levels likely don’t warrant
iInvestment

N
o

1000

‘ Good: the Goldilocks zone

[any
S,

=
o

Neutral: investment likely doesn’t fully 500 T 5“ 1”" TIPSR T &

. o
address traffic needs OHM" "’ 1“‘.0'" h”ﬁ"'”b '
, MY w"" H“ et "P
o Vom0 e ad r Siatlor: 'r A4

Morning Noon Evening

Volume e==Speed (MPH)

[
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Evaluating Transit Enhancement Opportunities

‘ Most beneficial: Provides new connections, improves access to transit stops,
enhances transit experience (safety, visibility), improves performance

D Improves performance of existing system in localized areas only

Q Neutral: Minimal impacts to transit operations

(D Negatively impacts transit operations in localized areas only

Q Most negatively impacts transit: Eliminates existing routes or highly used stops,
worsens performance

ILMA PCO



Evaluating Mode Share

= Will the project reduce reliance on driving alone?

@ Wil likely
Increase percent
of drive alone
trips

G Will likely reduce

percent of drive
alone trips

¢ )
‘ FUTURE |
SIDEWALK P
\ CONNECTION ||l
;\ b ,4‘ "

SNV

Wicsares .-
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Evaluating Bicycle & Pedestrian Level of Traffic Stress

. . Legend
= Bicycle & Pedestrian .
- = Usually completely separated from auto traffic
L eve I Of Traﬁ I C S t r e S S Roads with low volume and low speed auto traffic
. . - Heavy traffic with separated bike facility
Eval u a.tl O n S I n P r O g r eS S - Cyclists must interact with high volumes or speeds of auto traffic

= Considers Connectivity to
— Transit
— Schools

— Community Centers

— Employment Centers

— Parks

=

Churchman’s Crossing Existing Bicycle Level of Traffic Stress

\ //l; Churchman’s Crossing Plan Update
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Evaluating Economic Development / Redevelopment Opportunities

= Does the project help create “location, location, location” for (re)developable
properties?

Q Doesn’t add much
accessibility value

D

Creates new
accessibility value

@ Churchman’s Crossing Plan Update
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Evaluating Safety

= Does the proposed improvement address existing safety concerns?

' Positively impacts safety, particularly at
intersections ranked worst in DE ... e |

DE Statewide Crash Ranking 2016-2018
@ 120

© 21t040
O 41t060
© 611080

@ 81t0100

Q Unknown safety impacts, or does not
address existing safety concerns

' Negatively impacts safety, particularly

at intersections ranked worst in DE Delaware Statewide Crash Rankings, 2016 — 2018
(based on number, severity, and cost)

SR4@
Salel
Church Rd

[
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Evaluating Constructability / Engineering

= Are there challenges to constructing the proposed improvement?

Q Neutral

O Slightly challenging to build or some impacts to the traveling public during
construction

‘ Challenging to build or significant impacts to the traveling public during
construction

WiLriarco O__ //l; Churchman’s Crossing Plan Update
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Evaluating Natural Environment Impacts

= What impacts are there to streams, ENVIRONMENTAL INVENTORY
wetlands, or flood plains? -

' Substantially Positive

English Village

D Could be minor positive impacts

Q Neutral

G Slightly negative impacts

Brookside

Rambleton

——— Streams
Wetlands
FEMA 100 Year Floodplain

72 ‘ o 3
- - - bt
I ke I S u b Stan tl aI I m aCtS s PIKE = Delaware FirstMap, Esri, HERE, Garmin, SafeGraph, METI/NASA, USGS, EPA, NPS, USDA>
Bid Bajtimnort ’ Taylortown S ) {
I & Wedgewood % 4 o

.........

\ //l; Churchman’s Crossing Plan Update
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Evaluating Cultural / Historic Resource Impacts

= What impacts are there to cultural
and historic resources?

' Substantially Positive

D Could be minor positive impacts

Q Neutral

G Slightly negative impacts

' Likely substantial impacts

[

Greenbridge

Brookside

72

rummon

CULTURAL RESOURCES -

English Village Q St. James

37

Rambleton {133
Acres o

@ NRHP Place
1 NRHP Area

Delaware FistMap, s, HERE. Garfiilh, SafeGraph, METI/NASA, USGS; EPA, NPS, USDA
pu ‘edgewoo Wy

DslDOT
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Evaluating Noise/Property Impacts

' Likely substantial positive impacts for noise and direct property impacts
D Could be minor positive impacts for noise and direct property impacts
Q Neutral

G Slightly negative impacts for noise and direct property impacts

' Likely substantial impacts for noise and direct property impacts

WiLriarco O__ //l; Churchman’s Crossing Plan Update
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Advisory Committee Consideration - Discussion Topic #2

»

»

»

»

»

»

Do these 12 criteria capture all necessary elements to consider?

Are the evaluation scales understandable and meaningful?

Connectivity

Extent of Effect — Person Miles Traveled
Congestion

Transit Enhancement Opportunities
Mode Share

Bicycle & Pedestrian Level of Traffic Stress

»

»

»

»

»

»

Economic Development / Redevelopment Opportunities
Safety

Constructability / Engineering

Natural Environment Impacts

Cultural / Historic Resource Impacts

Noise/Property Impacts

Churchman’s Crossing Plan Update



Evaluation Matrix — Analysis Results

= See attached Evaluation Matrix

Churchman’s Crossing Plan Update



Potential Implementation Tools

= Several tools can be used to implement a plan, including:

)

~

Future land use and zoning » Transportation Improvement Districts
(TIDs)

)

~

Subdivision and building regulations

Concurrency (adequate public facilities) ” giosr;?!teste(ggén[)”;;m'ty Enterprise

)

~

WL ZAESS O__ /A Churchman'’s Crossing Plan Update




Advisory Committee Considerations for Meeting #2

= Discussion Topic #2: Implementation Tools

— What are your thoughts on using one, or both, of the potential new implementation strategies, in
addition to the “business-as-usual” approach to land use and transportation in Churchman’s Crossing?

WWirpszarco - //é Churchman’s Crossing Plan Update
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Transportation Improvement District (TID)- What is it?

u Definition An Overview for Local Government Leaders

— A geographic area defined to secure required Transportatlon

improvements to transportation facilities in an area |mprovement

— Described in the DelDOT’s Development Coordination DlStl'lCtS
Manual Topics Covered

Definition and purpose

Frequently asked questions
Benefits

= Purpose

Testimonials

— Proactively plan transportation improvements needed
to support economic development

— ldentify appropriate locations for economic
development in a local comprehensive plan

— Outline transportation needs, improvements,

SChed U|eS, and payment detal |S Delaware Department of Transportation @
DelDOT

Wirsares .- &
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Comparison of a TID to a Traffic Impact Study (TIS)

Transportatiqn Improvement Distfict (TID)

Traffic Impact Study Transportation

Improvement District

= Specific development proposal = [Future land use for the TID area

= Development completion date = 20 years into the future

= Specific intersections meeting
location and impact criteria

= All key intersections in the TID
area

= Single development impact =  Cumulative impact

DslDOT




Why Consider a TID?

= Promotes Intergovernmental Coordination

= Establishes Fair-Share Contributions to Transportation Improvements
= Manages Transportation Impacts

= Complements Master Plans

= Supports Sustainable Development and Complete Communities

» Fosters Market-Ready (Re) Development

WiLriarco O__ //l; Churchman’s Crossing Plan Update
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Where Are TIDs In Delaware?

V4

Where Are There TIDS Now? /

1 i 9 V 4
?.l, l \IT e} f
P 7 ::l : -M\\"i,\‘_:: 7
DelDOT is participating in several TIDs Aberdeen IT Unsil ¥
throughout the state that are either in ""«m\
operation or under development. it Atlantic City
\~|

TIDs in operation

TIDs under development

Delaware Municipal Boundaries

AN
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Complete Community Enterprise District (CCED) - What is it?

Title 2 - Transportation

D f . I I It
e I I t I O n § 2104. District requirements.
A Complete Community Enterprise District must meet all of the following requirements:
(1) Be contiguous.
(2) Be more than 1 square mile but less than 9 square miles in area.

(3) Be a compact shape with an isoperimetric quotient of at least 0.7.
(4) Be zoned and otherwise regulated such that the District may be developed at a density that is high enough to enable frequent

— A geographic area defined to create transit-oriented e Tt ok e
development districts

Transportation Department

Chapter 21 h the District that would result in a

Defined in Chapter 21 of Title 2 Delaware Code COMPLETE COMMENITY ENTERPRISE DISTIICT
p § 2101. Declaration of policy. i-modal mobility, flexibility/access,

It is the policy of this State to: Department’s project prioritization

(1) Encourage development that maximizes the economic value to the citizens and the government of the State of both existing and
new transportation infrastructure.

(2) Strategically deploy transportation funds in ways that meet the mobility needs of the people of the State at the lowest total
economic cost to the people and government of the State.

(3) Encourage transportation solutions that enable the formation of new households in the State that have less than 1 vehicle per adult

worker.
. l I r p O S e (80 Del. Laws, ¢. 224, § 1)

§ 2102. Definitions. .
As used in this chapter: ng authority over proposed land use
(1) “Complete Community Enterprise District™ or “District” means an area of a municipality or county, or both, that meets the criteria
set forth in §§ 2103 and 2104 of this title.
(2) “Dx " means the D of T
(3) “Farebox recovery ratio” means the fraction of a transit system’s operating expenses which are met by the fares paid by
passengers.

ngm .
— b ” (4) “Isoperimetric quotient” means the ratio of the area of the District to the area of a circle with the same perimeter as the District. It
u u I I I = is a measure of how compact a particular defined District is.

(5) “Level of service” means a qualitative measure ibi i iti within a traffic stream based on service

ffic speeds of 25 miles per hour or

tpartment can demonstrate that such
s that can be made by bicycle under

. . measures such as speed and travel time, freedom to maneuver, traffic interruptions, comfort, and convenience.
f I I k I k I (6) “Parcel of land” means any quantity of land capable of being described with such definiteness that its locations and boundaries
r I e n y, Wa a e y a n I e a e may be established and which is designated by its owner or developer as land to be used or developed as a unit or which has been used
or developed as a unit.
(7) “Project” means any funded capital-related or addition to the State’s transportation infrastructure, including

transit systems, facilities, stations and cqulpmcnl Sldcwﬂlks multi-use paths, protected bicycle lanes, and bicycle boulevards.
(80 Del. Laws, ¢. 224, § 1.)

— Encourage transportation improvements that can 53103 it dsanion

(a) Any county, or icipali ip may enter into an agreement with the Department to create a Complete

Community Enterprise District.
H (b) (1) A municipality, county, or munici ip and the D must agree on the boundaries of the District and
supbport reaquced auto ownersni s s 3 st oot o e it o s sy b v g . iy and s s
process under Chapter 92 of Title 29 and adopted into the municipality’s, county's, or muni v
plan.
(2) The master development plan required by paragraph (b)(1) of this section must include enhanced mass transit routes in the District
upon its creation.
. (3) The master development plan required by paragraph (b)(1) of this section may include the following:
—_— P ro m Ote e CO n 0 m I C d eve I O m e nt a. A mix of parcels of land zoned for residential, commercial, light industrial, or institutional uses.
b. A guide for the specific design of the physical form, public spaces, and amenities of the District so that transit, walking, and
cycling are safe and comfortable modes of travel for all the residents of the District.
c. An agreement on level of service requirements specific to the District.

() Once a master development plan has been created, the Department shall conduct a transportation planning study to evaluate existing
and proposed future conditions in and around the District boundarics agreed to under this section. The study shall determine the offects of
creating the District and identify the projects nceded within the District to implement the policies defined in § 2105 of this title and the
projects needed outside the District to meet the highway capacity and quality of service standards of the Department and the county o
municipality in which the District i located. The Department shall publish this study on its website at least 10 business days prior to any
hearing required under § 2662, §4962, or §6962 of Title 9 or § 312 of Title 22.

(80 Del. Laws, c. 224, § 1)
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Requirements of a CCED

= Be contiguous and compact

= Be more than 1 square mile but less than 9 square miles

= Zoned at a density high enough to enable frequent transit service

= Contain more area zoned for residential use than commercial uses
= May not contain any parcel zoned commercial regional

= Exempt from any municipal or county parking requirements

* Enhanced Mass Transit Routes

* Reduced Travel Speeds (Goal of 25 mph or less)

* Limited Roadway Capacity Expansion Projects

ILMA PCO



Why Consider a CCED?

= Promotes Intergovernmental Coordination
* Provides Multi-modal Mobility “Bonus” in DelDOT Project Scoring

» Fosters Walkable, Bikeable, Transit-rich Development

May be appropriate for a smaller sub-area within Churchman’s Crossing

WL ZAESS O__ /A Churchman'’s Crossing Plan Update




Advisory Committee Consideration - Discussion Topic #2

What are your thoughts on using one, or both, of the potential new
implementation strategies, in addition to the “business-as-usual”
approach to land use and transportation in Churchman’s Crossing?

‘Business-as-usual” Approach New Tools
» Future land use and zoning » Transportation Improvement Districts
(TIDsS)

» Subdivision and building regulations
» Complete Community Enterprise Districts

» Concurrency (adequate public facilities) (CCEDs)




Schedule

Listening Tour -
7/2020 - 9/2020 ! Model Land

Use and
Transportation
Alternatives Develop
Preferred

) Concept
Scenario Planning SPRING Bl SUMMER

' « 2021 2021 FALL

/ < Advisory Committee VIRTUAL Technical Preferred 2021
/ VIRTUAL Meeting 12/2/20 ALTERNATIVES Analysis Concept Submit

COMMUNITY WORKSHOP Worksho Plan :

P Final

WORKSHOP 3/3/2021 \ ) N/ Report
9/16/20 —/
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Public Comment

* To make a comment, please raise your hand by using the “Raise Hand” button in
the Zoom Webinar Menu Bar, or by pressing *9 when calling in on a phone

= The host will be notified of who has raised their hand, and will announce your
name and ask you to unmute yourself when it is your turn

* Please unmute yourself by Cllcklng ‘Unmute now” or by pressing *6 when
calling in on a phone |

= Depending on your settings, you may need to also click “Unmute” a second time
In the lower left side of the menu bar
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