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Organization of the Presentation

Form of Megacities and Megaregions:
Intellectual and normative precedence

Megaregions as Systems of Places: both
positive and normative dimensions

Density, Design, and Livability Issues




|. Form of Megacities and Megaregions:

Early visionaries: Mackaye, Mumford, Olmsted,
Wright

Design with Nature: McHarg

Antipathy for density, crowding, and bigness
Normative visions of sprawl

Economic arguments for sprawil:

o “case for scatteration” (Lessinger);

o “consumer sovereignty” (Mera, Richardson, Gordon)
Other positivist descriptions:

e “non-place urban realm” (Webber)
o “urban field” (Friedmann)

o “spaces of flow” (Castells)
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Polycentric Settlements

Galaxy of Settlements

The Dispersed Sheet

The
Legacy
of Kevin
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Basemaps of Urban Vehicular Transport System in Los Angeles Region

1960

Figure 12. The growth and developement of the Los Angeles region was prompted
by the sophisticated system of road and highways ( Ralph Knowels).

|. Form of
Megacities and
Megaregions:
Los Angeles




|. Form of Megacities and Megaregions:

Does It Matter?

Is the public aware of the shape or form of
the megacity or megaregion?

Are there ideal form prototypes?

How can we tell one is pareto superior to
the other?

What are the criteria by which we should
judge pareto superiority or optimality of
one or the other form?




ll. Megaregions as Systems of Places

“By “region” | mean a group of closely
concatenated places that are (1) spatially
contiguous with each other (i.e. between which
there Is no void space); (2) temporally coexistent
and thus cohistorical — that Is, possessing a
shared history, whether or not this is recorded by
human beings....in the practice of landscape
painting region is a privileged, nonsubsumable
domain in which natural presences, things and
people and place, coinhere.” Edward Casey
Representaion of Places: Maps and Painting.




ll. Megaregions as Systems of Places

Intellectual antecedents “cities as systems in
system of cities” (Berry et al)

“Place” as a both positive and normative known

Provides an analytical framework to look at the
dynamics of change and growth of regions

Political economy of megaregions as
embedded In the structure of governance

Challenges for achieving normative changes in
density, design and quality of growth issues




ll. Megaregions as Systems of Places

Mosaics

o Cities

o Counties

o Unincorporated urban places

o The legacy of “Tiebout Sorting”

Nets

o Infrastructure

o Transportation
« Communication
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Local Governments per 100,000
Population: California v. U.S.

Counties

Cities

Special
Districts

School
Districts

California

0.19

1.49

9.05

3.49

Other 49
states

1.33

8.39

12.83

5.95




Mega-Regions 4-County Primacy Percentage Cities & Total
Index Urban Counties Population
per 100,000

Arizona 2.96
4,419,275
2.09 20,390,831

Great Lakes : 9.34 42,811,606

Gulf 7.53
21,060,391

Cascadia : 9.73 9,315,520

Texas 4.73 13,741,422
Florida . 5.76
12,344,728
7.29
Northeast 60,809,126
NorCal ; 4.05
12,345,071
Piedmont

34,021,811







Industrial
Cities

Edge Cities

Commerce

El Segundo
Industry

Santa Fe Springs
South El Monte
Vernon

Agoura Hills
Bradbury
Claremont
Diamond Bar
Duarte

Glendale
Glendora

La Habra Heights
Lancaster

Monrovia
Palmdale

Rancho Palo Verde
San Dimas

Santa Clarita
Walnut

Westlake Village

Note: Cities in Italics had an on-the-ground
census taken.

Suburbia Cities

Arcadia

Artesia

Baldwin Park
Beverly Hills

Covina

Hidden Hills

La Canada Flintridge
Lakewood

La Mirada

La Puente
Lomita
Manhattan Beach

Maywood

Norwalk

Palos Verdes Estates
Rolling Hills
Rolling Hills Estates
Rosemead

San Fernando

San Gabriel

San Marino

Sierra Madre

South Pasadena
Temple City

West Covina

Whittier

Greyfield
Cities

Azusa
Carson
Irwindale
Signal Hill

Apartment
Cities

Bell

Bell Gardens
Cudahy
West
Hollywood

Generic Cities

Alhambra
Bellflower

Burbank

Cerritos

Compton

Culver City
Downey

El Monte
Gardena
Hawaiian Gardens
Hawthorne
Hermosa Bch

Huntington Park
Inglewood

La Verne
Lawndale
Long Beach
Los Angeles
Lynwood
Montebello
Monterey Park
Paramount
Pasadena

Pico Rivera
Pomona
Redondo Bch
Santa Monica
South Gate

Torrance
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Degree of High Industrial City Edge City
Land Use Greyfield City Suburbia City
Specialization Apartment City
Generic City
Low
Non-White Mixed Ethnicity White
Lower Income Mixed Income Upper Income
Older Oldest Newer

Overall Trends




A open space (acres/1000)

public facilities(acres/1000)
—— Poly. (open space (acres/1000))
Poly. (public facilities(acres/1000))




¢ Med Inc
——VLog. (Med Inc)




Gross Dnsty
—— Power (Gross Dnsty)




¢ Gross Dns

— Linear (Gross Dns)




& Seriesl0
— Expon. (Series10)




*

y =-102.39x + 88.45x + 9.9751
R*=0.2192




Legacies of a Tieboutian Space

“Tieboutian Clubs”

Social Exclusion and segregation

Ghettoes or Enclaves

Environmental injustice

Unequal educational opportunities
Homelessness

Concentration poverty

Inequity in open spaces and public amenities




lll. Density, Design and Quality of
Growth

The Case of Los Angeles Megaregion




Courtesy Jesus Lara
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lll. Density, Design and Quality of
Growth

The Vision of a Corridor City




SCAG COMPASS BLUEPRINT
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MEDIUM AND HIGH DENSITY
INDUSTRIAL

PUBLIC FACILITIES
COURTYARD /| GARDEN
PEDESTRIAN /| SIDEWALK
DRIVEWAY AND PARKING

LOW DENSITY RESIDENTIAL
RESIDENTIAL

|| ROADWAY / STREET

. OPEN SPACE AND PARK

. COMMERCIAL

— = Land Use Info:

N |

21 ek S i —1
i h—1
J : B
.H._ A PART .H_ i 1 _

i -
-.._ ¥ __. - ) 9 = . e i i
¥ - & an——1 9 1 = e sear :
¢ | - = . - g
F = LG | 1 B enacrvel| G _f) O L . ; 2
. H 1l o\ T Ay i T: i

* oy o A i LR ¥ s

L o 2 R ik -

" B

..,v,.i & <=t
G Yl T |
\ gz:@éﬁe,

: 2 )
g GO
LY

=

1 e |

™ ] L FE—O—0—CGn EC-CEO-OaHy
e 33 f . P ———— e
. . ﬂ!i ADE g_ _ D il PARKING \..,M._O_.'_W.Hﬁn-ﬁﬂ_.ﬂva g\
T==1 3 - ) 1 13 el =
| ,H.!.\. M 2 w4 it (L=~ B m_ I _::.
J il Y A—1 ¢ e N B Phsoen came] | .m%w 118
= T..\\\ Mi——1 & .._‘"__m___ coem | 7 allallg s
/ Ty g—— = —1 N daL e
W e T 3 .7_

! il ”
i

TEAMINAL

to—o—=—c—-¢) Yoo .m o -



Design Concept for > Problems
37t Street .
Transitway Station




Design Proposal

Proposed Development Perspective —
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Vermont and
Slauson
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Housing Density & Ridership




Ethnicity, Income & Ridership

y = 0.2148x + 0.0003 y = 0.3265x + 0.0199

2 _
R®=0.2363 R? = ®3625
* *

Sl S A L

-
* *

y = -2E-07x + 0.0339 =-3E-06x + 0.2617

R?=0.079 . R?=0.0984




Density & Ridership

y = 0.003x + 0.0413 y = 0.0005x + 0.0121
R? = 0.4161 R? = 0.093

y = 0.0023x + 0.1078
R%=0.286
*




Density Scenarios [10 to 30 units per acre]

Ostego Gardens, San Francisco Daybreak Grove, Escondido

13 Units Per Acre %1 15 Units Per Acre

Kippen Condominiums, Santa Monica
29 Units Per Acre
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lll. Density, Design and Quality of
Growth

The elusive “sense of place”

Housing Affordabillity
Healthy Communities
“Smart Growth”










Community Preferences

Parks and Open spaces « Landscaping main street
e e Lo o  Pedestrian side walks
SN T « Greenway Trails
o Children’s Play area

Source: LCI Study




Community Preferences

» Transportation and Circulation
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Community Preferences

Residential
o Restoring Historic Homes

o New Craftsman Style
Homes

o Cluster Homes
o Lofts, Town homes

New Craftsman-Style - =

Source: LCI Study




Community Preferences
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Storefront Retail

Mixed use , commercial areas
o Store front retail
o Lofts over retail
o Sidewalk dining




Questions and Suggestions




