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The Spark(plug) Paradoxes 

+ Well-functioning public transport is a desired urban function, 

and rail connection brings about a measure of additional 
attraction and stability for investments

+ Liveability and walkability define the desired neighbourhood

+ TOD creates added property values, services, urban quality,

desirability, ‘urban buzz’

– Embeddedness of the private automobile in suburban 

‘way of life’, urban planning, urban design and urban 
infrastructure means everyday mobility is conditioned 
in favour of the car  mental structures favour the car

– TOD and the car (oriented practices) do not mix well 

 price and location of parking: willingness to pay low 
(or zero/negative) vs. internalisation costs; discomfort 

 perceived barrier effects, congestion; discomfort
(bus lanes, rail corridors, right-of-ways  traffic jams) 

– TOD caters less for (suburban)privacy, self-determination

 Evening the odds for TOD means breaking massive path dependencies

Assumed paradox 1: urban improvement 

– does not improve (sub)urban quality 

Assumed paradox 2: transport improvement 

– does not improve (auto)mobility

Assumed paradox 3: TOD improvement 

– does not improve (car) accessibility

Assumed paradox 1: urban improvement 

– does not improve urban quality 

Assumed paradox 2: transport improvement 

– does not improve mobility

Assumed paradox 3: TOD improvement 

– does not improve accessibility



Policy, Planning and… the result? 

Preventing overspill of (non-TOD) activities

 calls for municipal/regional policies that

• Enable favourable place-specific conditions and attractivity for non-car 
mobility and accessibility 

• Balance between restrictive (parking) measures and provision (of parking)

• Separate parking costs from housing prices 

 calls for (city-regional) planning beyond the localities

• Creating conditions for city-regional non-automobile dependent mobilities
and accessibilities with integrated planning approaches

• Creating a network of node/place station areas

Creating expensive havens for those who already live sustainably?

Internalising transport cost, creating more equitable ‘public goods’?

Improving urban environments, urban structures and urban places?
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