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More compact development can reduce transport
emissions by an order of magnitude
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Smart Growth? Density

Sprawl

Walking, cycling & public transit
Promotes innovation and diversity

More space — larger homes &
gardens, especially for families

Lower crime rates ‘3. . . Emphasis on strong public realm
 Quality of Life ‘:: . 0;.',‘ * Access to wide range of amenities
° .... ® o _ ) [ )

Long commut.e.s * Can be loud & busy
Lack of amenities :
* Poor design can lead to lack of
* Resource heavy .
human-scale, lack of privacy
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nintended Consgquences‘x"_

- More space - larger homes & gardens
especially for families i )

- Lower cri
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