Learning from America’s Mistakes:

Moscow and Abu Dhabi
Defining the Great 215t Century Metropolis?
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CAPITAL CITIES PLANNING GROUP
UNITED STATES + UNITED KINGDON + CANADA + RUSSIA







|ll‘l|'.l°l“|lll'lte - How countries around the world perceive Moscow's importfance

This orea ronks; overall importance of o
city's international sfotus and :1.:||'|1:|i.r|g.
global Familiarity / knowledge of the
city, and measures o city's confribution
io sciencs, culture and governonce.

Average Ranking of '|5 th out of 50

Russians Ranking of Moscow is st out of 50

Capital Cities Planning Group | Stage 1 Workshop



Pltlle - How countries around the world perceive Moscow's physical attractiveness
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This orea ranks; physical ospect of o
city in tarms of climate, cleanliness of
environmeni, and the atfractivenass of
its buildings ond porks

Average Ranking of 4‘ st out of 50
Russians Ranking of Moscow is 48 th out of 50

Capital Cities Planning Group | Stage 1 Workshop
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Ll
ser‘ﬂ’l(es - How countries around the world perceive Moscow's local and visitor services and accommodation

This area ranks: basic qualifies in ferms
of service: and accommodalion
[satisfactory, affordable and

of local amenities such as schools,
hospitals, ronsportotion and sports
facilities

1732 33.50

Average Ranking of 39ﬂ| out of 50

Russians Ranking of Moscow is 50 th out of 50

Capital Cities Planning Group | Stage 1 Workshop



- L]
VIﬂIIIfy - How countries around the world perceive Moscow’s liveliness

This orea ronks; inferesting ond new
activitias/hoppenings for peaple to do
ond discaver in their free fime.

1732 33.50

Average Ranking of 29“1 out of 50

Russians Ranking of Moscow is 5I|1 out of 50

Capital Cities Planning Group | Stage 1 Workshop



.
Plﬂ'&llfllll - How countries around the world perceive the economic and educational possibilities made available in Moscow

This orea ranks; eoss to find o job,
good ploce to do business or pursue
higher education.

1732 33.50

Average Ranking of 36111 out of 50

Russians Ranking of Moscow is 2nd out of 50

Capital Cities Planning Group | Stage 1 Workshop



O‘H’eﬂl“ - Average score for perception of Moscow across all 22 countries and the index’s six key areas

Overall Average Ranking of 34 th out of 50

Russians Overall Ranking of Moscow is 22nd ovt of 50

Capital Cities Planning Group | Stage 1 Workshop
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Population

(millions)

Area
(sqkm)

Population density
(per skm)

Total passengers through airports
(millions)

Homicides
(per 100,000 PA)

Top World Universities
(World University Rankings, fop 400)

MOSCOW ST PETERSBURG LONDON PARIS WASHINGTOND.C  NEW YORK HONG KONG TOKYO
trretee tite | feeeReed it t teetdede  deeeett  PREREIRD
T 4,879,566 8,278,251 2,211,297 617,996 8,175,133 7,061,200 LR

11,510,097 13,185,502

1,091 km2 1,439 km?2 1,570 km2 105 km?2 176 km2 1,213 km2 1,104 km2 2,187km2
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Transportation solutions










g -



3 REALITIES:

Urban Overload
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Middle Class Flight

Urban Sprawl
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1-395

WASHINGTON, D.C.
Mobility: Primary Vehicular Routes

Capital Cities Planning Group | Stage 1 Workshop
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MOSCOW
Mobility: Primary Vehicular Routes

Capital Cities Planning Group | Stage 1 Workshop
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WASHINGTON, D.C.
Mobility: Metro supports development intensity

Capital Cities Planning Group | Stage 1 Workshop




MOSCOW
Mobility: Metro supports development intensity

Capital Cities Planning Group | Stage 1 Workshop



WASHINGTON, D.C.
Mobility: Metro supports development intensity

Capital Cities Planning Group | Stage 1 Workshop



MOSCOW
Rapid Transit and Development Intensity

Capital Cities Planning Group | Stage 1 Workshop
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Protocol
Foreign Affairs
Embassies
Ceremony

Legislature
Judiciary
Administration
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One City: Dual S@nmetrical Strategy

OavH ropoa; aBe Ctopum

PLAN PROCESS

New Moscow
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New Centrail Rail

Station Platforms \

New Central Rail
Station Entrances

@

Expanded Central Rail Station
Mezzanine: Ticketing, Waiting
and Information

New Terminus Building
@ /

Existing Kitai Gorod Metro
Station Entrances
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Increased population

Existing traffic
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More housing in core

Transit expansion
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Focus new employment along transit

P
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Congestion pricing

Parking management and pricing
Park-and-ride at transit

Transit quality and reliability

Car sharing

30%
traffic
reduction
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THREE KEY PRINCIPLES

Sustainable change without harmful interventions.
Compensate losses of forest and other habitats with new
ecological landscapes.

Repair & enhance Moscow’s existing environmental assets
and ecological systems.













