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Population Growth

No “Flocking” to the Cities

US MAJOR METROPOLITAN AREAS: 2000-2010
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Share of Cohort
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20-29s Moving to Suburbs
MAJOR METROPOLITAN COUNTIES BY DENSITY

Under 500 500-1,000 1,000 -2,500 2,500 - 5,000 5,000 - 10,000 &
10,000 Over



US: Work Trip Share: Ages 16-24
2000 & 2011
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Empty Nesters: To Less Dense Areas
MAJOR METROPOLITAN & SMALLER AREAS
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Transit 1s About Downtown
TRANSIT WORK TRIP MARKET SHARE: 2000

New York  Chicago Boston  San Francisco Philadelphia Washington



6 Transit Legacy Cities (Municipalities)
DOMINATE US TRANSIT COMMUTING (2008-2010)
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Transit Oriented Development?
ISSUE: ACCESS TO DOWNTOWN, NOT DENSITY
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ImpOSSIblhty of Auto Competmve Transit
. ANNUAL COST RELATIVE TO GROSS DOMESTIC PRODUCT
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Gross CO2 Emissions: United States
FROM LIGHT DUTY VEHICLES: 2005 TO 2035
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Demand for Detached Housing
2 ANALYSES: CALIFORNIA

60%

B Modeled 2010
B Demand: 2000-2008

50%

SCAG, ABAG,
SANDAG & SACOG
Planning Areas

40%

30%

Share of Housing Stock

20%

10% -

0% -

Detached: Detached: Small Lot 2-4 Units 5 & Over Units
Conventional Lot



Fleeing the High Cost of Housing (Living)
MAJOR MARKETS: NET DOMESTIC MIGRATION: 2000-2009
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Smart Growth: Miniscule GHG Reduction
2000-2050 TRB REPORT (DRIVING AND THE BUILT...)

Presumptions
Denser Housing
Discourage Cars I;rotm
uto
From Fuel
Smart Economy
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THE CONTEXT:
WHY CITIES EXIST

Cities exist because of
the economic
opportunities they
facilitate.

Purpose of cities: The
economic good of

) Strategles for * residents
‘ the Future :
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(Urban Organism)

Urban Area or
Agglomeration |
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~ Metropolitan Area or
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People Move to Cities for Better Lives
SOME POLICIES IMPEDE PURPOSE OF CITY
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The raison d’étre of large cities is the increasing return
to scale inherent to large labor markets

Al'f"" f ‘/’ 3/



Urban Containment Raises House Prices
SMART GROWTH LAND RATIONING

%C The Dynamics of OPEC

‘v,ﬂ\ |
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Land Rationing Is the Issue
DESTROYS HOUSING AFFORDABILITY

B the affordability of housing
- f IS overwhelmingly a function
of just one thing, the extent
to which governments place
artificial restrictions on the
supply of residential land.

Donald Brash, Governor,
Reserve Bank of New Zealand
1988-2002

Introduction to

4" Annual Demographia International Housing Affordability Survey

Demographia Intern ational Hou sing Affordabllnt\ Surve\


http://www.demographia.com/dhi-ix2005q3.pdf
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Housing Affordabllity 1950-2012

MAJOR US METROPOLITAN AREAS: MEDIAN MULTIPLE

eamm| css Restrictive Markets
1| m==m)\lore Restrictive Markets: Outside California
mmm \ore Restrictive Markets: California

DENVER MEDIAN MULTIPLE
jll NEARLY 50% ABOVE 1980-2000

€ Median Multiple: Median House Price divided by Median Household Income

1950 1960 1970 1980 1985 1990 1995 2000 2005 2010




United States: Mortgage Interest Rates
1972-2012: 30 YEAR FIXED
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I\/Ioblllty Improves Prosperlty
ASSOCIATION BETWEEN MOBILITY & AFFLUENCE

PRUD'HOMME ot 4" = |/ RTGEN-FIELDS
Mobility Improves | & Mobility Improves

Productivity | # Productivity
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T Higher Density Means More Traffic Congestion '?

& SLOWER JOURNEY TO WORK TRAVEL TIMES :

‘ 19 % v ) ; oy ' =3 bt 3 - TRE
~ B 3 2. » .‘ .
2-00\0 s : » L e SR T : ki l ; Hong Kong -
y U . g — 'H

‘ | - I — ' : = =
1,000 ey 7 ) éPopuIa’uon per Square Mlle > Jﬁ |

pi 173 e | | | ’ ‘ 3
" ,JUU 15,000 el 20,000



From the Denver Post

MALAISE MORE
THAN A CLIFF
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Economic Growth is Imperative
CANNOT TAKE ECONOMIC GROWTH FOR GRANTED
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URBAN POLICY
FROM MEANS:
= URBAN FORM & MODE
____________ OF TRANSPORT
1: TO OBJECTIVES:
I ECONOMIC GROWTH &
st Y AFFLUENCE
| EMOC,R/\PHI/\ J
: Allgnlng policy W|th | (With sufficietenlt
environmenta
£ the purpose of cities Protection)
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=== Housing Affordability
.« Maintain/Restore
Competitive
Land Supply

Transport
Investments:
Minimum Cost per
Delay Hour Reduced




