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Aggressive Case: 50 mpg in 2030 & 
-20% Fuel GHG 
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Source: S. Winkelman based on EIA AEO 2008 (revised), HR6, 

stock model calculat ions and sources cited in Growing Cooler .
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Main Question Addressed  

What reduction in vehicle miles traveled (VMT) is 
possible in the United States with compact 
development rather than continuing urban 
sprawl? 
 

 



Aggregate Travel Studies 



35% Less VMT with Compact 
Development  
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Disaggregate Travel Studies 



5Ds of Compact Development  

Destination 
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Boardings vs. Residential Density 



Boardings vs. Employment Density  



TOD Densities 



33 Units per Acre (gross) 


