Geographic Location: Northwest
Title: Smart Growth versus Dumb Growth?
Introduction


Much of the world’s human population lives in urban areas. The diminishing economies of agricultural and rural areas compel many people to find jobs in the city. Cities are defined as places of relatively dense human settlement. The population is so dense that city residents effectively cannot grow their own food and supply their own natural resources to sustain the population. Urbanization is the term used to describe the increasing proportion of an entire population living in cities and the nearby suburbs.

Urbanization is most pronounced in developed nations such as the United States. From 1950, until today, the proportion of people living in urban areas went from 54.95% to 76.1% (Figure 1). It is expected to reach 83.7% in 2030. Almost 60% of the population of less developed nations will urbanize by 2030. Cities pose the same environmental problems as less populated areas. However, the problems are exaggerated to the point where they cannot easy be resolved. 
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Figure 1: (Diagram courtesy of Dr. Dennis Hodgson's Home Page at Fairfield University: http://www.faculty.fairfield.edu/faculty/hodgson/)

Water availability is one major problem or urbanization. Cities often demand more water than what can be provided in the immediate region. So, water must be pumped in from other areas or taken from aquifers that draw water away from regions up to 200 miles away. Water pollution goes together with water usage. The volume of water pollution leaving urban areas makes it difficult to provide adequate water treatment. As a result, many pollutants sneak past the treatment plants into nearby bodies of water. Air quality is also compromised in urban areas. The energy needed to run commercial operations and homes produces much of the pollution. Inner cities have an additional boost in air pollution because of traffic and trade. Solid wastes have few places to go in urban areas. Landfill space is scarce, plus the cost of land is too expensive to keep an adequate number of landfills near cities.

Background 


The Smart Growth movement grew out of the desire of some people to limit the unchecked growth or urban areas. This spreading out of cities is generally called urban sprawl. Urban sprawl damages the environment by not accounting for the loss of natural resources used in designing traditional cities with suburban areas. Traditional growth produces polluted cities with traffic jams and a great need for natural resources. The average energy consumption and resource usage by people in urban areas far exceeds that of people in rural regions.

Smart Growth gets its name from the fact that the development proposed by its proponents permits urban growth without unduly taxing the environment. A variety of sustainable strategies are recommended by most Smart Growth plans:
· Extensive public transportation

· Neighborhoods located near the employment areas

· Highways designed to reduce traffic jams

· Speed limit controls that improve automobile efficiency

· Household waste reduction and recycling
· Industrial waste reduction and recycling

· Air pollution cutback programs

· Water pollution cutback programs

· Scenic green spaces and public parks

· Conversion of abandoned buildings and industrial facilities to usable spaces
· Water conservation
· Land conservation

· Encouragement of environmentally friendly businesses and industry


Oregon is one of many states having rapid urban expansion. So, it is a candidate for Smart Growth policies to reduce the environmental impact of population expansion. However, not everyone living or doing business in cities finds Smart Growth such a smart idea.
The Issues 

 A recent study concluded that Smart Growth management practices used in Portland, Oregon over the past 25 years have proven effective in containing urban sprawl. Portland is the largest and fastest growing city in Oregon. It has similar growth dynamics to many other cities throughout North America. According to the study, Portland does better than the other areas overall in the following Smart Growth strategies:
· An increase in single-family dwelling unit density since the 1960s

· Improving the connectivity of streets within neighborhoods since 1990 

· Improved pedestrian access to commercial areas and public transportation since 1990

These factors reduce air pollution, traffic congestion, and lessen the need for other resources. A host of laws passed by the Oregon legislature control the path of urbanization. These laws control population density of certain regions, the amount of land that must be preserved, and the growth of areas not accessible to jobs and public transportation. Natural resource conservation regulations also assist the Smart Growth efforts of Oregon. The state provides many incentives for companies and land developers using Smart Growth strategies.

Sometimes the legislation designed to assist Smart Growth proposals does not always promote fair land management. A law called Measure 37 was voted on to purportedly protect the rights of landowners impacted by growth management programs. In summary, it states:
“As specified in the measure, the owner of private real property is entitled to receive just compensation when a land use regulation is enacted after the owner or a family member became the owner of the property if the regulation restricts the use of the property and reduces its fair market value. If a property owner proves that a land use regulation restricts the use of the owner’s property, and reduces its value then the government responsible for the regulation will have a choice: pay the owner of the property an amount equal to the reduction in value or modify, change or not apply the regulation to the owner’s property. The measure allows the state, county, city or metropolitan service district to adopt procedures for processing claims for compensation, but prohibits those procedures from being treated as a prerequisite to the filing of a claim in circuit court.”

Opponents of the law feel that Measure 37 is unrealistic for the following reason:
“The measure makes the false promise of payments to property owners, but local and state governments simply do not have the money for such payments. It is inherently unfair to authorize government to issue waivers arbitrarily for select property owners. In the absence of adequate funding, the effect of Measure 37 is to force government to issue such waivers. Furthermore, Measure 37 eliminates all normal notice and public hearing requirements so that affected neighbors and Oregon taxpayers remain in the dark and vulnerable to backroom deal making.”

So, landowners affected by Smart Growth restrictions are not treated equally under the new law. Opponents are afraid that the policy does not protect land, but rather selectively protects those who do not want to surrender their land for Smart Growth purposes. Plus, it may give extra compensation for those whose purposely submit land for Smart Growth use. In affect, it may set up a system of abuse in which arbitrary decisions are made on whose land is subject to Smart Growth property and land management regulations and compensation. Plus, the waivers or exceptions for some people may reduce the impacts of Smart Growth projects in some areas while making people in other areas unfairly burdened by loss of property rights to encourage land management. Basically, the critics see it as a “Dumb Growth” policy.
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Key Principles 
1. Smart Growth

2. Urban development

3. Urbanization
4. Urban sprawl
5. Pollution control

6. Sustainability

7. Natural resource conservation

Ethical Considerations 

1. Who should pay the costs of Smart Growth programs in urban areas?
2. What is the government’s role in controlling urban growth and land management? 

3. Who should make decisions about the types of Smart Growth programs planned for a city?
4. Should industries and commerce be responsible for covering the costs of mandatory Smart Growth implementation programs?
Civic Engagement & Service Opportunities

1. Volunteer for a local community group involved in Smart Growth in your area.

2. Write or e-mail your local politicians about Smart Growth issues in your area.

3. Form a student group having an environmental preservation mission.

4. Set up a public forum at your school discussing the practices that go against Smart Growth development in your area.

Learn more about community service as part of your educational enrichment by visiting the following websites: http://www.learnandserve.org/, http://www.servicelearning.org/, http://www.aahe.org/service/srv-links.htm.
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