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Portland area residents drive lessé

While per capita vehicle miles traveled is increasing nationally at 

an average of 2.3% per year, VMT/capita in the Portland area is 

declining thanks to reliable transit service, smart land-use 

planning, and outreach programs.



San AntonioColumbusCharlotte Orlando Portland

éand live in higher densities.

Compared to similarly-sized metropolitan areas, the Portland region has a 

larger urbanized area and more rural land, with fewer suburbs and exurbs.  



Regional Population Growth Allocated By Density 

Category 1990-2000

Charlotte  Columbus   Orlando   San Antonio Portland

Urban 7%    31% 64%     63% 88%   
3000+ persons/sq mile                                                                                                        

Suburban 50%    45% 23%       8% 9% 
1000 to 3000 persons/sq mile

Exurban 45%    18% 12%      12% 1% 
300 to 1000 persons/sq mile

Rural -1%       7% 2%      17% 3% 
0 to 300 persons/sq mile

In the past two decades, a strong majority of the Portland areaôs population 

growth has taken place in urban areas.



As a result, Portlandôs GHG 

emissions are falling.

Metro has not yet conducted a region-wide GHG inventory, but the 

regionôs most urban county lowered per capita GHG emissions by 12.5% 

since 1990.

Portland Office of Sustainable Development, 2005 Progress Report on the City of Portland and Multnomah County Local 

Action Plan of Global Warming



Forecasts vs. Results

Å Metroôs 1994 projections 

for the 2006 population of 

the 5-county Portland 

MSA were within 2.5% of 

actual values.

Å 1999 projections for the 

total VMT in the Portland 

urbanized area were 

within 7% of actual 

values.  

Å Current VMT models are 

only 3% off of actual 

values.

The accuracy of these projections helps Metro anticipate and make 

allowances for growth, make investments on an appropriate scale, and 

target development in the right areas.

1,
50

0,0
001,

60
0,0

001,
70

0,0
001,

80
0,0

001,
90

0,0
002,

00
0,0

002,
10

0,0
002,

20
0,0

00

1
9
9
0

1
9
9
2

1
9
9
4

1
9
9
6

1
9
9
8

2
0
0
0

2
0
0
2

2
0
0
4

2
0
0
6

P
o

p
u

la
ti

o
n

Actual Data 1994 Forecasts



What Happens When We Redirect a 

Small Share of the $44 Billion in Public 

Infrastructure Investment?

Economic Region Real Estate Investment 2000 - 2035 

Amounts to $260 Billion - MetroScope

Redirected Investment

"Committed" Public

Investment

Private Residential

Investment



Reframing History ïWhat Can Be 

Achieved by Spending a Tiny Sliver of 

Committed Public $ a Little Smarter?

Å MetroScope Question ïWhat Does $1.5 billion spent 

differently and a bit tighter Urban Growth Boundary give 

us?

Changing Infrastructure Spending 3% Moves Us Back 

Toward Sustainability
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Redirecting 3% of Public Investment and 

A Tighter UGB Reduces Land 

Consumption


