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Rate of urbanisation Malaysia

Figure 107. Nearly 90 percent of Malaysians will live in cities by 2050
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Source: The 2007 UM Rewvision Population Dotabass.

Source: Malaysia Economic Monitor — Smart Cities (World Bank 2011) (92)
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HOW CITIES ARE GROWING

Projected

s owgooPueten anmial real Netional national

2010-2025 1995-2010 population growth :;: ran :;E tan
City Country %} L LY ) (EnEal] 2010 2008-2025% 2010 2025
Nairobi Kenya 6.0% 193,762 5.6% 6.4% 18.5 20.5
Lagos MNigeria 5.0% 537,890 5.4% 320,375 10,788,300 6.4% 17.9 18.1
Kinshasha Congo, DRC 4.8% 408,002 b.8% 261,502 6.3% 171 18.7
Kabul Afghanistan A.5% 5.9% 6.5% 15.6 20.8
Addis Ababa Ethiopia 41% 2.4% 6.8% 17.5 214
Ho Chi Minh City Vietnam 3.8% | 233,940 4.6% 168,773 7.0% 28.5 @ 357
Dhaka Bangladesh 3.6% 531,780 5.3% 439,812 14,929,647 6.2% 24.0 29.7
Beijing China 3.4% 508,880 5.4% 446,293 14,999,554 6.7% | 846 296
Delhi India 3.3% 733,325 5.1% 635,185 21,935,142 6.4% 25.5 29,9
Karachi Pakistan 2.3% 446,040 A,.0% 335,484 13,499,702
Shanghai China 3.0% 589,989 5.8% 606,968 19,554,059
Manila Philippines 2.6% 308,262 1.6% 150,170 11,653,810
Mumbai India 2.4% 475,669 2.4% 340,809 19,421,983
Istanbul Turkey 2.4% 262,923 2.9% 219,170 10,952,950
Bogota Colombia 2.2%, 191,113 3.7% 200,570
Cairo Egypt 2.2% 247,253 11,031,494
Jakarta Indonesia 2.2% 212,796 9,629,953
Johannesburg South Africa 1.7% 4.4%
Mexico City Mexico
Chicago usA
Barcelona Spain
Los Angeles usA 13,223,023
Sao Paulo Brazil 235,025 246,761 19,649,366
New York usAa 231,188 20,104,369

= I’"hini

London

Rio de Janeiro
Hamburg
Berlin
Tokyo

" Pricewaterhouse Coopers projection using UN urban sgglomerstion definitions and population estimates._

United Kingdom

Brazil

Germany
Japan

Data published in 2002 and may not fully reflect the impact of the global economic recession on GDPF growth trends.

36,932,780




Metro Population | Projected Growth | Projected
2010 2010-2025 (People | Growth 2010-2015
per hour) (%)

Kuala Lumpur 1,524,000 5 2.9%
Hong Kong 7,053,189 8 1%
London 8,923,000 10 1.1%
Rio de Janeiro 11,867,236 13 1%
Mumbai 19,421,983 54 2.4%

New York 20,104,369 26 1%



URBAN POPULATION BY CITY Sl

for 2000, 2005, 2010 and 2015
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150 METROS SHARE OF GLOBAL GDP




0%

of global economic output in urban areas

0%

to 80% of energy consumption in urban areas



http://antwrp.gsfc.nasa.gov/apod/image/0703/bluemarble_apollo17_big.jpg
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2%

of the world’s CO, emissions are produced by cities




3%

of city dwellers live in slums




HUMAN DEVELOPMENT AND ECOLOGICAL FOOTPRINT
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HUMAN DEVELOPMENT AND ECOLOGICAL FOOTPRINT
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HUMAN DEVELOPMENT AND ECOLOGICAL FOOTPRINT
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HUMAN DEVELOPMENT AND ECOLOGICAL FOOTPRINT
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LINK, MUMBAI
‘A SHORT-CUT TO THE NEXT TRAFFIC JAM’

BANDRA WORLI SEA
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BOGOTA TRANSMILENIO BUS RAPID TRANSIT
SYSTEM (BRT)

93% reduction in traffic fatalities; 40% drop in air pollution;
32% shorter commuting times; 88% passenger acceptance
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DE-COUPLING IN CITIES
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TRIUMPH OF THE CITY

Invention Makes Us

Greatest

How Our

Healthier and Happier
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HONG KONG
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B LGN DON peak 27,100 pp/km?* I.ON DON peak 141,600 jobs/km?*



NEw YonK peak 59,150 pp/km? F NEw YonK peak 151,600 jobs/km?



“oNG KONG peak 111,100 pp/km? “oNG KONG peak 120,200 jobs/km?



HONG KONG MTR NETWORK
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MODAL SPLITS

Private Vehicle Other
Taxi 6% 1.2%
3.8% i

Private Bus
4.9%

Walking
447 %
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Rail Rapid
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HONG KONG

Motorcycle Other
1.9% 0.2%

Car
27.2%

‘Walking
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Taxi
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SAO PAULO
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Rickshaw 1 gor 3.1%
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Walking
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Modal Share Kuala Lumpur

Kuala Lumpur

Non-motorised
2%

Combination of public and
private transportation
11%

Public transportation
8%

Private transportation
79%

Frost and Sullivan, 2014



Seoul

Others
Taxi 5o
Rail
Private 35%
26%
Private
transport
20%
28%
Singapore
Taxi Cycle
4% 1% Private
Rail transport
[V
19% 29%
Walk
22% Bus
25%

E-bike

Shanghai

Cycle
10% Public
transport

33%

Walk
27%

Source: Government of Singapore Nov 2011
http://ltaacademy.gov.sg/doc/J11Nov-

p60PassengerTransportModeSHares.pdf



http://ltaacademy.gov.sg/doc/J11Nov-p60PassengerTransportModeSHares.pdf
http://ltaacademy.gov.sg/doc/J11Nov-p60PassengerTransportModeSHares.pdf
http://ltaacademy.gov.sg/doc/J11Nov-p60PassengerTransportModeSHares.pdf

Figure 96. Urban Growth in the Greater Kuala Lumpur Area,

1990-2009

N
0 S 10 20 30 40 A
T I B Kilometers
Compound Annual Ke
1990 2009 Growth Rate (%) v
- I suit-Up Area, 1950
Population 3,079,200 5,969,300 3.55
Urban Area (sg km) 621.01 1555.23 4.95 - Built-Up Ares, 2009
Population Density 4,958 3,838 -1.34
Sources: Classification of urban area: World Bank analysis, based on Landsat imagery: Population data: Department of Statistics
Malaysia.

Urban Growth in the
Greater Kuala Lumpur
Area 1990/2009

Source: Malaysia Economic Monitor —
Smart Cities (World Bank 2011)

(77)



Figure 88. The number of cars in Malaysia has soared...

Private motor cars per 100 inhabitanits
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Figure 89. ... while ridership of public fransportation
stagnated

Duaily ndership as a share of the city population
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Source: Malaysia Economic Monitor — Smart Cities (World Bank 2011) (70)
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“WE WANT
THE
MAXIMUM?!”

Ken Livingstone

Mayor of London
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Boris Johnson

Mayor of London
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for London

Congestion
charging
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Health Inequalities in London

Differences in Life Expectancy within a small area in London

Travelling east from Westiminster, each tube stop represents nearly

one year of life expectancy lost ———

ale Life

Expectancy hdale Life
Expeactancy

FEFFTLCITEE-7AT)

Canning Town | 1.6 (CI63.9-73.3)

Female Life Expectancy

S942(CI181.7-8665) Female Life

Expeactancy
We st g0.6 (G| 7. F-82.5)

Canada
Bermondsey water

Electoral weards just a Fews miles apart geographically hawe life
expectancy spans wvarying bw wears, For inskance, there

are eight shops between Westminster and Canning Town
London Und ergrou nd Jubilee Line on the Jubilee Line — so as one travels east, each stop, on
average, marks nearly a vear of shortened lifespan. 1

1 Source: Snalysis by Lomdon Health Observatory s img Office For Mational Statistics data, Diagrarmn prodaced by Departrnert of Health
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HUMAN DEVELOPMENT AND ECOLOGICAL FOOTPRINT

(global ha/person) 2003

National Ecological Footprint
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