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How feasible Is sustainability?

Sustainability is an aim rather than Environmental
a measurable goal Sustainability

But we know how to make cities
more sustainable

Cgmprehensive

Sustainability

e A greater focus on public transport,
charging for car use and controls on land

Economic Social
use Sustainability Sustainability
e With most transport provision paid for by
the user

The Decision Maker’s Guidebook list
e Land use measures e Information provision
e Infrastructure provision e Attitudinal measure

e Infrastructure management e Pricing
Courtesy of Prof. May



The Decision Makers’ Guidebook

Courtesy of Prof. May

e No one policy
Instrument will be
sufficient alone

b TN

Land use Infrastructure

e There will be
barriers to the
Implementation
of most policy
Instruments

Information Awareness Pricing




Alleviation of
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Conflicting Criteria

Greenness

Convenience

N N
CO2 reduction
Profit Benefit,
efficienc equit
)& ICI Yy qu/

Assessment of the interrelationship
among conflicting criteria for integration



Predicting Impacts

a) CO, Reduction

CO, reduction '
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v'Reducing the need to travel



Impacts of Min-CO,, Approach

b) Operator profit
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c) User benefit
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a ) Min-CO2 approach contributes to an increase in operator’s profit
and might increase user benefit.

b ) PM approach contributes to a reduction in CO, emissions,
but might decrease user benefit.

c ) City compaction contributes to a reduction in CO, emissions ,
but might decrease user benefit.




User Benefit in Min-CO, Approach
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Impact of City Compaction
(smart growth)
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Conclusions

Conflicting criteria
Barriers

Policy integration

eOperational integration Secondary

eStrategic integration
eTransport and land use
eOrganizational integration,
etc.

Achievement of Spatial Vision

chain mobility
and SUT

Decentralized
concentration



