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Universality of Auto-Based Sprawl
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Suburbs

Core ,

| —

Suburbanisation in Tokyo

Suburbs

Urbanisation:
7,000
Square KM

Urban Area Densities
AUSTRALIAN & NEW WORLD SIMILARI

3,000
2,500
2,000

Urban

1,500 | Population

Per

Square

1,000 Kilometer

500

Ceaucescu: Understood Curbing Sprawl g @ % % % & o & O -
FATHER OF URBAN CONSOLIDATION ’@% A\ &\ "%% % %, &%

WA —




Suburbanisation Dilute
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Exaggerating Suburban C
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... has the
conventional
wisdom
been so
wrong.

no imperative
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demonstrated.
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uburban Cost Research
“ILL INFORMED & DISINGENUO

“... if the urban policies ... were not so
ill'informed and presented in such a
disingenuous way, there would not be

a need for this contribution to the debate
on Australia’s cities”

- Patrick Troy (The Perils of Urban Consolidation).
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Misleading or “Doubtful” Information
FUTILITY OF PUBLIC TRANSPORT INVESTMENTS
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Portland Housing Prices Up Mo

The Bloating Urban Growth Bound
1990-2000: HOUSING MULTIPLE (US CENSUS)
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K Home Ownership and Prosperity
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SCARCITY &
RATIONING TEND TO
RAISE PRICES

Rationing land for
housing development
tends to raise house
prices.

Higher housing prices
lead to lower rates of
home ownership.
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In much of the country,
new housing units still
are abundant and
housing prices remain
low. In contrast, new
construction has
plummeted and housing
prices have soared in a
small, but increasing
number of places. These
changes do not

appear to be the result
of a declining
availability of land,

but rather are the result
of a changing regulatory
regime
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...our evidence
suggests that
zoning

and other
land use
controls

play the
dominant

role in

making
housing
expensive.
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“Development
constraints
drive up

land and
construction
costs as well
as prevent new.
housing from
keeping pace
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