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Sustainable Planning 

    Sustainability 

emphasizes the 

integrated nature of 

human activities and 

therefore the need to 

coordinate planning 

among different sectors, 

jurisdictions and 

groups. 
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Preventing Problems 

    Sustainability planning 

is to development what 

preventive medicine is 

to health: it anticipates 

and manages problems 

rather than waiting for 

crises to develop. 
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Sustainabile Transportation? 

   Is a transport system 

sustainable if all 

vehicles are electric 

powered? 
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Electric Power Does Not: 

Å   Reduce traffic congestion 

Å   Reduce accidents 

Å   Reduce roadway costs 

Å   Reduce parking facility costs    

Å   Reduce vehicle purchase costs 

Å   Improve mobility for non-drivers 

Å   Improve social equity 

Å   Improve public fitness and health 

Å   Reduce sprawl 

Å   Protect threatened habitat 
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Past Visions of Future Transport 

 

1949 ConvAIRCAR Flying Car 

 
Segways 

 

1958 Firebird 

Supersonic Concord 
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2001 A Space Odyssey 
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Wheeled Luggage 
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Who Benefits? 

Å Law-abiding drinkers 

Å Seniors, many of whom do not or should not drive 

(about 10% of total population and increasing) 

Å Youths 8-18 (about 20% of total population) 

Å People who cannot drive due to disability (3-5%) 

Å Households with low incomes that want to 

minimize automobile expenses 

Å People who walk or bike for enjoyment and health 

Å Pets who walk for enjoyment and health 

Å Residents who donôt want vehicle pollution 

Å Motorists who want to avoid chauffeuring non-

drivers 

Å Motorists who want convenient parking 
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Walking & Cycling Benefits 

Improved Active 

Transport Conditions 

Increased Active 

Transport Activity 

Walkable Community 

Design 

Reduced Automobile 

Travel  
 

Å Improved user 
convenience and 
comfort 

Å Improved travel 
options, particularly 
for non-drivers 

Å Improved local 
property values 

 

Å Improved public 
fitness and health 

Å User enjoyment 

Å Increased 
community cohesion 
(positive interactions 
among neighbors) 

 

Å More livable 
communities. 

Å Reduced sprawl 
(more compact, 
mixed development) 
reduces land 
consumption, 
reduces costs of 
providing public 
services, preserves 
openspace. 

Å Improved 
accessibility, 
particularly for non -
drivers 

Å Reduced vehicle 
ownership  

 

Å Reduced traffic 
congestion 

Å Road and parking cost 
savings 

Å Consumer cost savings 

Å Reduced crash risk to 
others 

Å Air and noise pollution 
reductions 

Å Energy conservation 

Å Economic development 
benefits 



Trends Supporting Multi-Modalism 

ÅMotor vehicle saturation. 

ÅAging population. 

Å Rising fuel prices. 

Å Increased urbanization. 

Å Increased traffic and 
parking congestion. 

Å Rising roadway 
construction costs and 
declining economic return 
from increased roadway 
capacity. 

ÅEnvironmental concerns.  

ÅHealth Concerns 
Stuart Donavan, Auckland Transport Blog, 30 April 2013  

http://transportblog.co.nz/2013/04/30/trends-in-vehicle-travel-in-nz  

http://transportblog.co.nz/2013/04/30/trends-in-vehicle-travel-in-nz/


Average Annual Mileage by Age 

(Polzin, Chu and McGuckin 2011) 
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ñThe Economistò    22 Sept. 2012 

ñGovernments may find that changes in 

driving habits force them to rethink 

infrastructure. Most forecasting models that 

governments employ assume that driving 

will continue to increase indefinitely. Urban 

planning, in particular, has for half a 

century focused on cars. 

 

If policymakers are confident that car use 

is waning they can focus on improving lives 

and infrastructure in areas already blighted 

by traffic rather than catering for future 

growth.  

 

By improving alternatives to driving, city 

authorities can try to lock in the benefits of 

declining car use.  



Automobile Dependency and Sprawl 

During the last century 

many transport and land 

use development 

practices tended to favor 

automobile dependency 

and sprawl. Many of these 

trends are now reversing, 

resulting in a new cycle of 

growing demand for multi-

modal transportation 

systems and more 

compact communities. 
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Paradigm Shift 

Old Paradigm New Paradigm 

Definition of 

Transportation Mobility (physical travel) 

Accessibility (peopleôs overall ability to 

reach services and activities) 

Transport planning 

goals 

Maximize travel speeds and 

minimize user costs  

Optimize transport system efficiency and 

equity 

Modes considered Mainly automobile 

Multi-modal: Walking, cycling, public 

transport, and automobile 

Performance 

indicators 

Vehicle traffic speeds, roadway 

Level-of-Service (LOS), 

distance-based crash and 

emission rates 

Quality of transport options. Multi-modal 

LOS. Land use accessibility. Quality of 

accessibility for disadvantaged groups. 

Various costs to users and society.  

Favored transport 

improvement 

strategies 

Road and parking facility 

expansion. 

Improve transport options. TDM. More 

accessible land development. 

Health impacts 

considered 

Per-kilometer traffic crash and 

pollution emission rates 

Per capita crash, emission and physical 

activity rates, and basic access 



Mobility Versus Accessibility 

     Accessibility (abiltity to reach 

desired services and activities) 
Å Favors multi-modalism. Recognizes the 

roles of non-motorized and public transport. 

Å Recognizes land use impacts on 

accessibility 

Å Supports comprehensive, integrated 

planning and smart growth development 

 

 

    Mobility (physical movement) 
Å Favors faster modes and longer trips 

Å Ignores land use impacts 

Å Supports highway expansion and 

sprawl 
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What is ñTheò Transportation Problem? 

ÅTraffic congestion? 

ÅRoad construction costs? 

Å Parking congestion or costs? 

ÅExcessive costs to consumers? 

ÅTraffic crashes? 

Å Lack of mobility for non-drivers? 

Å Poor freight services? 

Å Environmental impacts? 

Å Inadequate physical activity? 

Å Others? 
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Current Transport Planning 

   Current planning tends to be reductionist: each 

problem is assigned to a single agency with 

narrowly defined responsibilities. For example: 

Å Transport agencies deal with congestion. 

Å Environmental agencies deal with pollution. 

Å Welfare agencies deal with the needs of disadvantaged 

people. 

Å Public health agencies are concerned with community 

fitness. 

Å Etc. 
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Reductionist Decision-Making 

   Reductionist planning can 

result in public agencies 

implementing solutions to 

one problem that 

exacerbate other problems 

facing society, and tends to 

undervalue strategies that 

provide multiple but modest 

benefits.  
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Win-Win Solutions 

   Put another way, more 

comprehensive 

planning helps identify 

ñWin-Winò strategies: 

solutions to one 

problem that also help 

solve other problems 

facing society.  

    Ask:  

    ñWhich congestion-reduction 

strategy also reduces 

parking costs, saves 

consumers money, and 

improves mobility options for 

non-drivers.ò 
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Comparing Benefits 
Planning  

Objectives 

Expand 

Roadways 

Efficient and Alt. 

Fuel Vehicles 

Improve Alt. Modes 

and Smart Growth 

Vehicle Travel Impacts Increased  VMT Increased VMT Reduced VMT 

Reduce traffic congestion  V V 

Improved travel experience V V 

Roadway cost savings V 

Parking cost savings V 

Consumer cost savings V 

Improve mobility options V 

Improve traffic safety V 

Energy conservation V V 

Pollution reduction V V 

Land use objectives V 

Public fitness & health V 
22 
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Comparing Costs 



Narrow Car Congestion Solution 

ñThe Tango can fit in a 6-foot half-lane 

with more clearance than a truck has in 

a full 12-foot freeway lane. This virtual 

doubling of lane capacity can make the 

traffic jam a fading memory. It can also 

park perpendicularly to the curb like a 

motorcycle, allowing up to four Tangos 

in one parallel parking space.ò 
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Health-Related Costs 
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Valuing Multi-Modalism 

An efficient transportation system 

is diverse and has suitable 

incentives for users to choose the 

best mode for each trip, 

considering all impacts (benefits 

and costs). Current planning does 

a poor job of accounting for many 

of benefits of this diversity. 

"A developed country is not a place 

where the poor have cars. It's 

where the rich use public 

transportation.ò 

 

Gustavo Petro, Mayor of Bogota 
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Equity 

    A more diverse transportation 

systems helps achieve equity 

objectives: 

Å A fair share of public resources 

for non-drivers. 

Å Financial savings to lower-income 

people. 

Å Increased opportunity to people 

who are physically, socially or 

economically disadvantaged. 

27 

In most communities, 20-30% of the 

population cannot drive due to 

constraints including age (teenagers 

and seniors), disability and poverty. 



Community Livability & Cohesion 

   Community Livability refers to the 

environmental and social quality of 

an area as perceived by residents, 

employees, customers and 

visitors. 

  Community Cohesion refers to the 

quantity and quality of positive 

interactions among people in a 

community.  

    Streets that are attractive, safe and 

suitable for walking and cycling 

increase community livability and 

cohesion. 
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Transit-Oriented Development 

   Transit-oriented 

development (TOD) 

residents tend to own fewer 

vehicles, drive about half as 

much per capita, and rely 

more on walking, cycling 

and public transit than they 

would in more automobile-

oriented neighborhoods.  

   Only a minor portion of 

these differences are 

explained by self-selection.  



Congestion Reduction 

Å Urban road congestion maintains 
equilibrium. It gets bad enough to 
discourage further vehicle trips.  

Å The quality of travel options affects 
this point of equilibrium: If 
alternatives are inferior, few 
motorists will shift mode and 
congestion will be severe. If 
alternatives are attractive, motorists 
are more likely to shift modes, 
reducing congestion equilibrium.  

Å Grade-separated transit tends to 
reduce congestion on parallel 
highways. When all impacts are 
considered it is often the most cost 
effective congestion reduction 
strategy.  



Road Space Requirements 
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Traffic Fatalities 
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Safety Benefits 

0

5

10

15

20

25

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50%

Percent of All Trips by Non-Motorized Modes

T
ra

ff
ic

 F
a
ta

li
ti

e
s
 P

e
r 

1
0
0
,0

0
0
 

P
o

p
u

la
ti

o
n

Northern Europe
Southern Europe
US
Canada
Affluent Asian Cities
Australia



34 

U.S. Crash Rates 
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Smart Growth Safety Impacts 
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Obesity Rates 
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Youth Obesity Rates 
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New Zealand youth obesity 

rates have increased 

significantly during the past two 

decades. 

 

 



What Gets People Moving? 

   Walking is a natural 

and essential 

activity. If you ask 

sedentary people 

what physical 

activity they will 

most likely to stick 

with, walking usually 

ranks first. 
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Land Use Impacts On Travel 
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Transportation Affordability 
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ñA Heavy Loadò  Report  

41 



Community Economic Impacts 
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Å Transport savings and efficiencies 
(congestion, parking, taxes) 
increases productivity and 
competitiveness. 

Å Reducing vehicle expenditures and 
expanding transit service increases 
regional employment and business 
activity. 

Å Agglomeration efficiencies. 

Å Supports strategic land use 
development objectives. 

Å Increases affordability, allowing 
businesses to attract employees in 
areas with high living costs. 

Å Changes in household expenditures  
on vehicles and fuel.  
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Parking Facility Costs 



Per Capita GDP and VMT 

Productivity tends to 

decline with increased 

mobility. (Each dot is a 

U.S. urban region.) 

 
Bureau of Economic Analysis 

and FHWA data 
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Memo From Future Self 

   Hope for the best but prepare for 
the worst: 

Å Physical disability ï diverse and 
integrated transport with universal 
design (accommodates people with 
disabilities and other special needs). 

Å Poverty and inflation ï affordable 
housing in accessible, multi-modal 
locations. 

Å Higher energy prices ï improve 
efficient modes (walking, cycling and 
public transport). 

Å Isolation and loneliness ï community 
cohesion (opportunities for neighbors 
to interact in positive ways). 
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Sustainable Transport Hierarchy  

1. Walking 

2. Cycling 

3. Public Transit 

4. Service & Freight 

5. Taxi 

6. HOV 

7. Private Automobile 
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Innovative Transport Planning 

ÅSmart growth/New Urbanism 

ÅContext oriented planning 

Å Complete streets 

ÅStreetscaping 

ÅRoad diets 

Å Traffic calming 

ÅTransportation Demand 
Management (TDM) 

Å Transit-Oriented development 

ÅParking management 
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Comprehensive Multi-Modal Planning 

Å   Evaluation and planning based on 

accessibility instead of mobility. 

Å  Consider all modes 

Å  Consider all impacts and 

objectives 

Å  Least-cost funding (invest in the 

most cost effective solution, 

considering all impacts and 

objectives) 
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Conventional Transport Indicators 

Å  Roadway Level-of-Service 

(LOS) 

Å  Average traffic speeds. 

Å  Per capita congestion delay. 

Å  Parking occupancy rates. 

Å  Traffic fatalities per billion 

vehicle-miles. 

Å  Traffic fatalities per 100,000 

population. 



50 

Multi-Modal LOS (Jacksonville) 

Cycling LOS Pedestrian LOS 
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Multi-Modal Prioritization 

Cycling Improvements 
Pedestrian Improvements 
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Rural Cycling Level-Of-Service 

Å Presence and quality of roadway shoulders, particularly on 

busier roads. (The Oregon Department of Transportation 

has established road shoulder standards, which require 

additional width as motor vehicle traffic volumes increase). 

Å Motor vehicle traffic speeds (lower is better) and traffic law 

enforcement (higher is better). 

Å Quantity and quality of cycling trails, including surfaced 

(for road bikes) and rough (for mountain bikes). 

Å Presence of public transit services that connect rural 

communities and larger cities, particularly if they carry 

bicycles. 

Å Presence of a bicycle shop in the community. 

Å Quality of cycling maps and guides. 

Å Suitable camping and hostel facilities for bicycle tourists. 

Å Cycling education and encouragement programs. 

Å Quality of food and drink (cycling is just an excuse to eat). 
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Smart Growth 

ÅCompact (higher density) 

ÅMixed use  

ÅDiverse housing types 

ÅConnected roads 

ÅMulti-modal  

ÅGood walking and cycling 

conditions 

ÅGood public transit services 

ÅEfficient parking management 

ÅEmphasis on the public realm 

(public places where people 

interact) 

 



Street Connectivity 
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Complete Streets 

     A Complete Street is 
designed for all activities, 
abilities, and travel modes. 
Complete Streets provide 
safe and comfortable 
access for pedestrians, 
cyclists, transit users and 
motorists, and a livable 
environment for visitors, 
customers, employees and 
residents in the area. 
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Transect 
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Retrofitting Suburbs 

     Many smaller cities, towns 
and suburban strips are now 
being retrofitted based on 
smart growth principles to 
create compact, walkable and 
bikeable, mixed use 
neighborhoods, reflecting 
traditional development 
practices. 
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Linking the Centers across US29 
by Dan Burden, Walkable & Livable Communities Institute 
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Ped/bike bridge from mall to transit stop/garage 
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