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THE DISCUSSION OF SUSTAINABLE CITIES AND THE METROPOLIS GENERALLY IS OBSESSED WITH TRANSPORT AND DENSITY. MOBILITY IS SO OFTEN A MEASURE OF BOTH
LIVEABILITY AND PRODUCTIVITY. DENSITY IS VIEWED AS BOTH A MEASURE OF DESIRABLE CONSOLIDATION OF THE CITY, AND A THREAT TO ITS LIVEABILITY.

THE PERCEPTION OF DENSITY AND THE LIVEABILITY OF A DENSE CITY IS RELATIVE TO THE AMOUNT WE MOVE AROUND IN IT. SIMILARLY, OUR CARBON FOOTPRINT IN A
CITY IS STRONGLY CORRELATED TO THE AMOUNT OF TRANSPORT WE USE IN IT. SPRAWLING AND REDUCING DENSITY GENERALLY EXPANDS OUR DEPENDENCY ON
TRANSPORT. THE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN THESE TWO IS COMPLICATED THOUGH; MELBOURNE IS DEVELOPING A MODEL OF A VERY DENSE CORE MADE FROM TOWERS
FULL OF CARS; REYNER BANHAM PARADOXICALLY SUGGESTED LOS ANGELES IS AN IDEAL MODEL FOR A PEDESTRIAN METROPOLIS.

THERE A NUMBER OF WAYS WE MIGHT CONSIDER REDUCING THE MOBILITY WITHIN A CITY; REDISTRIBUTING THE JOBS AND THE INFRASTRUCTURE; CAPITALISING ON
SMART NETWORKS LIKE UBER, AND INCREASING OUR USE OF VIRTUAL SERVICES.

HOW CAN WE STAY STILL TO MAKE THE CITY MORE DYNAMIC AND MORE SUSTAINABLE?
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