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The 4th Annual New partners for Smart Growth Conference, January 27-29, in Miami Beach, was organized by the Local Government Commission (www.lgc.org), a 25-year-old nonprofit membership organization of elected city, county and state officials who helped pave the way for the smart growth movement. Serving in partnership with LGC is The Pennsylvania State University (WebInfo@outreach.psu.edu) with an established core mission of teaching, research, and public service.
Sponsors of the conference sent speakers for the many breakout sessions which addressed the various issues of smart growth: community quality of life, community design, economics, environment, health, housing, and transportation.

Transportation Award Winners
The first session I attended featured speakers whose cities had won the transportation planning excellence award: Sacramento (www.sacregionblueprint.org/sacregionblueprint), Atlanta (www.atlantaregional.com); and Houston (www.houstonplanning.org).

 In all three cases success was dependent upon partnering regionally. In response to population threatening the quality of life the six-county Sacramento Area Council of Governments adopted a plan that promotes compact, mixed-use development and more transit choices as an alternative to low density development..  They studied where growth might occur in the future and examined other ways of directing growth extending to 2050. This “Preferred Blueprint Scenario for 2050” will become part of SACOG’s Metropolitan Transportation Plan update for 2005. Throughout the planning process it was important to ensure project recognition, obtain positive buy-in from allies, and resolve regional differences. In addition to accepting the fact that planning never ends, planners must constantly consider the public’s attitudes toward growth in their local communities and in the region as a whole.
At the core of Sacramento’s efforts were seven “principles of smart growth,” widely accepted as the means to preserve and enhance the quality of life despite growth pressures. They are: 1) providing transportation choices; 2) promoting compact development; 3) planning  mixed land uses; 4) providing housing choices; 5) utilizing existing assets; 6) conserving natural resources; 7) striving for quality design.

Neighborhood workshops, as well as county workshops were held, finally leading to annual forums with attendance exceeding 5,000. Ongoing outreach included close to 750,000 collected public opinion surveys that had been distributed in the newspapers.
On November 17, 2004, this project was honored by the United States Environmental Protection Agency, as an innovative approach to development that strengthens community identity and protects the environment.
In the case of Atlanta funds for roads were designated for a public rail system which developed “livable centers” drawing together homes shops and offices. Streetscaping and sidewalks provided pedestrian friendly centers. Georgia Tech conducted a study of the city’s growing congestion and air quality, which pointed clearly to a new for change.
Similarly, Houston’s main street corridor stretched 8-1/2 miles which lent itself to linking a series of five separate and unique districts and neighborhoods with a rail system. A strong downtown redevelopment board, supported by a main street coalition, brought everyone to the table. A pilot project “Museum Walk,” included the Children’s Museum, Museum of Health and Medical Science, Museum of Natural Science, and others, all within walking distance of the rail system. How each city redeveloped was shaped by what had been developed in the past.
Schools, Housing, and Mass Transit
Another breakout session presented an example of the success of private development working with local government (St. Louis). Developer Richard Baron of McCormack, Baron, Salazar believed the key was to locate the community around the school. The school was thus used to effect change in the community. Through his efforts the school’s curriculum was upgraded to include the arts along with math and science as well. An adult educational program was also introduced to help the low income ($6,000 per year) community gain full-time employment. To avoid a “big building” look three units were housed in one building.
In one mixed-income housing project, 40% of the units were designated for residents receiving public housing assistance, 1/3 for low income tax credit status, and 1/3 for market-rate residences paying $1,600/per month.
Jenna Dorn (D o r n), Administrator, Federal Transit Administration, indicated the public is currently drawn to an unfailing commitment to building and buying homes near transit facilities. Seniors want independence and mobility which the inner city offers. Immigrant households are inclined to settle in cities also. Americans are working longer hours and developing a taste for the convenience of the city. FTA and Fannie Mae saw an increase of 28% in programs for transit oriented development during the nineties. All levels of government are assisting with transit investments.
Forming Partnerships to Protect Economy, Public Health, and the Environment
Ben Grumbles, EPA Assistant Administrator for the Office of Water, emphasized that land use planning was a local function and the EPA respected that boundary. The EPA publication “Protecting Water Resources with Smart Growth” (I was fortunate to obtain a copy.) is regarded as the “bible.” It sets forth 75 policies: 46 relate to the watershed, or regional level, and 29 relate to specific development sites. Grumbles emphasized that problems with watershed should be addressed regionally. Basically, what we put on the land and put into the air goes into our water. Twenty-five per cent of residences are served by septic systems. He urges improving the design of these systems. With regard to coasts and oceans, 55% of the population lives within 50 miles of the coast. “We are loving them to death.” Grumbles announced a partnership with the National Oceanic Atmospheric Administration (NOAA) “to help communities deal with coastal growth and development in ways that benefit the economy, public health and the environment.”
Parris N. Glendening is President of Smart Growth Leadership Institute (www.sgli.org), a project of Smart Growth America (www.smartgrowthamerica.org), which is a nation-wide coalition of nearly 100 organizations promoting Smart Growth. Before moving to Maryland, he received his doctorate in political science from Florida State University in 1967, teaching at the University of Maryland before being elected governor of Maryland in 1994. He is highly respected for his work with smart growth. He supports urban redevelopment by forming partnerships among local governments, community development corporations, and businesses. He urges increased commitment to public transit rather than road building. This will increase accessibility from one neighborhood to another and improve the quality of each neighborhood on its own. He advises: Change the bottom line—move to in-fill and redevelopment. Create partnerships between historic preservation groups and private developers. Reinvest in existing schools before building new ones. Glendening applauded South Carolina Governor Mark Sanford  for having eliminated minimum acreage for schools. Urban farmer markets are a benefit to the farmers as well as the community. Smart Growth promises to increase mixed income housing. There should be incentives for developers to integrate affordable housing into their developments.
Smart Growth Promotes Smart Schools, Mass Transit, and Healthy Kids
Recognizing the need for coalition building and new Smart Schools, Smart Growth Initiative has brought together the Public Education Network, Smart Growth America, and the Kellogg Foundation as lead partners. On a local level the smart growth movement is promoting the idea of schools acting as centers of communities. The governor of Arizona has linked school funding and land use. In Toledo, Ohio, they have turned to in-fill and built schools on brownfields. Schools are seen to play a vital role in community development. A quality school drives up the value of property. Quality schools invite economic development. Tim Torma, a policy analyst from the Development Community Environment Division of the EPA, reports the demand for additional schools has lead to the compulsion to build schools in the middle of nowhere. One-half of our schools are now over 40 years old. The trend is toward bigger schools. Why? It allows a wider variety of course offerings and the purchase of more equipment. There is a consideration of economies of scale (less cost per student). Unfortunately, it’s possible the “super power syndrome” can be responsible for this trend to build bigger schools. And from a funding standpoint, school construction money and transportation money are from different sources, controlled by different people. There is no incentive for long-term accounting. If the cost of renovating a school exceeds some percentage of new construction costs, a new school must be built. In some cases this occurs even when renovation could yield “like new” schools for less. Feasibility studies are often based on faulty data: renovation costs are often overestimated; consultants are engaged who have no experience with renovations; consultants are engaged who have financial interest in building new schools.
Generally, in all presentations on transportation, facilities that accommodate walking and biking were included. The discussion usually leads to the subject of health and our mounting problem with obesity, especially among our children.
It was pointed out that school location and design do affect the environment. Schools in walkable neighborhoods can reduce traffic; yield 13% increase in walking and biking and reduce emissions by 15%.
The Gates (Bill and Melinda) Foundation (www.gatesfoundation.org) has contributed $1B over 5 years creating 1500 new small high schools. Apparently, the foundation has a preference for small high schools. 
A point of interest which intrigued me:
I fell into a conversation with a representative from the Extension Service in Sarasota. She had learned that the Defense Department is richly funded and is a good source for grants. Supposedly, one program was to attract farmers into raising produce to bulk up our food supply in the event of a possible terrorist attack. I failed in my attempts to confirm this, but in the process uncovered action taken place to secure our military installations. This was published on one of several publications released by the DoD and available from one of the many display booths at the conference: 
Originally military installations were remote from urban settlements. It has become necessary to create buffer zones surrounding those installations. The U.S. Congress authorized the Congressional Authority to enter into conservation land use partnerships in November 2003 through the National Defense Authorization Act. Section 2811 states that the Secretary of Defense or Military Department may enter into an agreement with a State or private entity to limit development or property use that is incompatible with the mission, to preserve habitat, or to relieve anticipated environmental restrictions that would restrict, impede, or interfere with military training, testing, or operations on the installation.

