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Created in 1963 in response
to Boston College Seminar
call for regional thinking

Represent 101 communities
In Metro Boston region

Work with communities on
regional transportation, open
space, housing, water
resources, economic
development and other plans

Responsible for creating a
comprehensive plan for the
Metro Boston region







We're using up our land: 25% of MA developed
as of 1996; 33% by 2010; 7.7 acres/day within
MAPC region, less in North Shore region

We're paving our land: 1970-2000 population
Increase In metro Boston was 2%: increase In

vehicle miles traveled: 75%

MAPC region: 1990-2000: 25% increase in
registered cars, 52 % Increase In congestion
hours

53% of MA rivers fail to meet water quality
standards and DEP projects increasing failures




®* Housing affordability: home prices outrun
wages. For North Shore, homes costs are

4-5 times median household ($82,600)for
family of four.

® | oss of urban vitality: Employment around
Route 128 1950-1990: 300%; change In
older core communities: -10%

® Increase In homeless families: 1998-
2000:115%
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Educational guality: School concerns drive
families from many older communities

Local fiscal policies: Capped local real estate
taxes force suburban communities to lure jobs
and tax base from older communities and resist

new housing

_imited housing affordabllity: single-family, large
ot zoning drives prices upward

_imited transportation choices: not enough
transit funding and lack of coordination between
and use planning and transportation
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® Fear of density: Limited exposure to good
design leads to opposition to concentrated
and mixed-use development

® Desire for security: Some people see
diverse core areas as less safe than more
homogenous suburbs
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Source: US Census Bureau, MA Dept. Employment and TraiMAgDMV, Federal Transit Administration.
* Vehicle Miles Traveled and Congestion hours represent 19909 data for Boston's Urbanized Area.




NSTF Regional Growth: 1990 - 2000
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Emplo Housing Register Devioped
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Environment - Developable Land
(MAPC Region, by subregion)
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NSTF Land Use: 1991 - 1999
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NSTF Population:1998 - Buildout
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NSTF Dwelling Units: 1998- Buildout
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NSTF Water Use: 1998 - Bui
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Population/economic growth trends towards
periphery of region lead to sprawl: rising
Infrastructure costs, traffic congestion, strain
on water resources and loss of open space

High cost of living/housing in Metro Boston=
loss of workers and businesses

Separation of homes form workplaces,schools,
shops and other uses= land consumption and
environmental degradation

North Shore: development impacts quality of
life/resource based and tourism economy
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North Shore Master Plans
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® “Neighborhoods that maintain their special
identities”

“Balance the need for mixed-use economic

development with preservation of key natural,
scenic and historic and recreational resources

“Preserve deeply -rooted historic character
while improving neighborhoods, quality of life

and economic vitality”
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® “An attractive, walkable downtown with
historic and architectural references, thriving
small businesses and and active social center”

“A long term, safe and adequate supply of of
water and a clean environment”

“Maintain excellence in public education™




% 4 @
@ % °
%
“Protection of watersheds, groundwater

resources and headwater streams
should be a significant priority”

“Superior levels of community services”

“Provide sound and affordable housing
for all ages and income levels...a variety
of housing types within the rural
residential character” of town
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®* “accommodate through travel with safety and
minimal congestion and with the lowest
feasible conflict with the environs” & “provide
alternatives to automobile transportation”

“Need for stronger tax base to help keep taxes
low and support desired services

“...live here without taxes and fees
overwhelming family budget”
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Promote efficient land use through mixed-uses and densities
that encourage walking, support public transit and reduce car
trips.

Develop economic and social equity to reduce concentrations
of poverty and social fragmentation.

Expand public transit options to help older communities absorb
growth and improve access to former industrial and other urban
sites.

Reinforce traditional New England concentrated cities, towns
and villages to maintain character, take advantage of existing
Infrastructure and preserve open space.

Conserve open space to preserve local heritage and
environmental health.
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Adopt “green” approaches to building and site planning to
promote efficient resource use and reduce pollution.

Expand housing types and affordable housing options in
developed areas to reduce sprawl pressure and to
accommodate smaller households.

Promote design approaches that use mixed-use developments
to strengthen traditional town and neighborhood centers and
provide increased housing and commercial options.

Encourage good schools in all communities to reduce the
pressure to move out of older communities and to reduce
social, racial and economic fragmentation.

. Create new forms of revenue sharing to reduce the need for
communities to compete for commercial tax bases by pulling
jobs out of urban communities or from each other.
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Summer Street Project- Manchester
Lepage’s CAHO-Gloucester

Station Place-Gloucester

Jefferson at Salem Station-Salem
Wesley Church Condos-Gloucester

Maplewood Avenue and Central Grammar
Schools-Gloucester

Great Estate Projects-Ipswich




