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Regions and transportation: significant links? 

There is a two-way relationship between transportation and planning:  

 Our way of using the land influences the modes of transportation we choose.  

 Our way of developing transportation systems influences how the land is used. For instance, a highway 

interchange assists in creating a shopping centre, and it is easy access, especially on public transit, that 

allows the downtown areas of large cities to have such a density. 

Can we use transportation systems to change our ways of organizing urban space? It is becoming 

increasingly difficult to modify our modes of urbanization by investing in transportation: 

 There is a form of inertia: the city of tomorrow is already largely built. 

 In metropolitan areas, accessibility is already high, throughout the area. The transportation systems are 

well developed, well distributed, especially the road networks. 

 Accessibility is only one of the factors in selecting location (individuals or businesses). 

Can we rely on public transit to change the city? The structuring effect of public transit is not automatic. 

There are many examples, as well as many counter-examples: in Montreal, it took about 40 or 50 years for 

development to occur around some metro stations. At best, activities are merely moved. There are several 

reasons for this: 

 The market share of public transit is generally low. It is about 20% in Ottawa-Gatineau, which means 

that 80% of trips occur by automobile. Therefore, merely building a public transit infrastructure does not 

mean that mobility will change significantly. 

 The city is mainly designed for the automobile. 

 The networks are generally structured to serve several hubs (including the downtown area). 

 Density is not valued by everyone. 

TOD: introducing transportation-region links  

The suburbs are changing. Across North America, suburbs are densifying: 

 Growing demand for dense residential developments; 

 New residential development models are being proposed. 

The main factors for densifying suburbs are: 

 Price (access to property); 

 Demographic changes (young households and empty nesters); 

 Life styles; 

 Relocation of jobs. 

One of the ways to introduce links between transportation and planning is TOD (transit-oriented 

development), which is a community centred around access to public transport, with a concentration of 

residents, jobs and activities, to increase public transit ridership and promote active transportation.  
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TOD is an appealing concept: 

 For public transit operators: 

o Creates ridership: makes it possible to increase the number of people near stations (reduce 

transfers and travel time); 

o Reduces the cost of carrying riders; 

o Where communities have TOD characteristics, public transit works. 

 For residents: 

o Better access to high quality public transit; 

o Better access to services (in the community and elsewhere); 

o Reduced transportation costs. 

TOD communities often have a lesser impact than anticipated on mobility: 

 The services offered in TOD areas are insufficient: 

o Residents do not make all their purchases at businesses in their area. 

o Residents appreciate close services, but they often leave their neighbourhood to get services, 

even when these services are nearby. 

 The structure of public transit systems favours only a few zones: 

o The systems must enable residents to get to where they want to go: the origins and 

destinations, the lines of desire, have to be linked. 

o Our capacity to provide competitive service to all destinations is limited. 

 The level of public transit is insufficient, particularly in off-peak periods. 

Inventing a new city 

What can we do so that the link between transportation and planning is more supportive of the use of public 

transit? We have two extreme choices: 

 Choice 1: We want a city based on the automobile. This is the classic model of post-war American cities; 

it is the status quo. 

 

 Choice 2: We want a city based on greater use of sustainable transportation.  

A city centred on sustainable transportation is possible, but it is difficult to implement. Three conditions are 

needed to achieve this: 

 It is necessary to make massive investments in public transit systems  

o Public transit must be a truly competitive solution (time, etc.): a huge challenge in a city 

designed for the automobile; 

o Any delay in developing them confirms our dependence on the automobile. 

 

 But this is not enough. It is also necessary to revisit the benefits granted to the automobile, namely 

by making people pay the real cost of automobile use (increase the price, reduce the capacity of roads 

and parking lots). 

 

 It is necessary to plan the city differently: density + mixed used + compactness. 

This vision needs to be defined for the entire metropolitan area in order to get a transit metropolis, meaning an 

urbanized region that favours public transit. 

To conclude, it is inefficient to invest in public transit to redefine the urban form if we do not act on the 

urban form and the automobile’s place at the same time. 


