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What is “Smart Growth’? 
By Eric Parfrey 

thecity.sfsu.edu/users/IEH. John can be 

contacted at 530/756-6455 or by e-mail at 

ich@mail.mother.com.) The following are 

seems that every other newspaper or 

Octoser 1999 magazine you pick up has something 

‘about “smart growth.” Articles about popula- 

tion growth, suburban sprawl, loss of farm- some of the most important concepts that 

land, and “neo-traditional” planning seem to 

be part of the latest fad. 

“smart growth” advocates are espousing, as 

outlined in John’s article: 

Part of the reason that “smart growth” has ¢ Livable communities, designed for 

become such a high profile issue is because people rather than for automobiles. This 

all levels of government have jumped on the requires changing the layout of many 

bandwagon. In California, following every new developments, as promoted by the 

population growth cycle we inevitably see a “neo-traditional” planners and New 
Urbanists. At the neighborhood scale, 

livable communities have shops, 

reaction from people in fast-growing cities 

clamoring for growth management or 
growth control. We are seeing this phenom- restaurants, other amenities, and offices 

enon play out in places like Ventura County within walking or biking distance for 

in southern California, whose voters adopted most residents. The designs for these new 

a set of growth boundaries last year, and in livable communities include narrower 

the Central Valley, where even Fresno streets and no cul-de-sacs, shops that 

County has adopted new guidelines to limit front directly onto sidewalks instead of 

sprawl and increase densities of new develop- onto parking lots, as well as office, 

“Smart Growth’— 
that increasingly popular 

ment. In Sacramento, Governor Gray Davis apartment and condominiums above the 

is under pressure to address suburban sprawl, shops. This scheme is a far cry from the 

sound bite of our time, may 

be more than meets the eye. 

How can we best plan for 

inevitable population 

pressures on our land? 

What is the relationship 

between free market forces 

and government growth 

controls? 

This month we present two 

articles on the subject: an 

informative piece by Eric 

Parfrey and a policy 

analysis by Richard H. 

Carson showing that the 

jury is out regarding the 

effects of these policies on 

our economic landscape. 

loss of farmland in the Central Valley, and 

fiscal policies which cause cities to compete 

for “big box” retailers and auto sales lots 

because of the favorable sale tax revenues, 

while discouraging other types of economic 

development. And at the federal level, Vice 

President Al Gore is clearly pushing “smart 

growth” as a key issue in his run for the 

presidency next year. 

What is “smart growth”? John Hopkins of 

the Institute of Ecological Health, a small 

non-profit organization in Davis, is one of 

the hundreds, if not thousands, of grassroots 

activists in California who are trying to de- 

fine and implement smart growth strategies. 

In his latest newsletter, Linkages, John has 

outlined some solutions to growth problems. 

(The Institute’s Web page is: http:// 

typical walled-off suburban subdivisions 

that are connected to shopping centers 

and strip malls by a few crowded arterial 

roads. Livable communities also include a 

true “town center,” which is a compact 

area with civic buildings—a church, 

library, post office, community center— 

contained in a plaza or other auto-free 

open space, with a mix of private 

businesses. 

° Closeness to nature and permanent 

conservation of important lands. A 

closeness to natural areas is vital for many 

people, and this is not antithetical to 

compact development. Greenways, such 

as corridors of native vegetation along 

streams, and small nature reserves make 

nature accessible to suburban and city 
(continued on page 2)
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..-Smart Growth’? 
dwellers. Productive agricultural areas, 

wildlife habitats, and key open space 

should also be permanently protected by 

fee acquisition and easements that buy 

development rights. 

¢ Viable public transit at the city and 

metropolitan area scale is needed to 

support compact forms of development. 

Subdivisions at low densities of four 

houses per acre (typical for suburban 

places like Fairfield and Tracy), as well as 

shopping centers or business parks 

centered around huge parking lots, all 

stymie public transit since these low 

density development patterns make 

transit very costly to provide. 

¢ Revitalization of older suburbs and 

downtowns, and rundown commercial 

areas. Infill development and 

redevelopment of older districts and 

contaminated “brownfield” industrial 

sites can help to counter suburban sprawl 

and revitalize inner cities, by providing 

housing near existing jobs and shopping 

areas. 

* Urban growth boundaries are a key 

solution to contain continuous sprawl 

development. Growth boundaries or 

“urban limit lines” draw a line around 

cities and allow for 20 or 30 years of 

growth, and they often can be changed 

only with a community vote. But such 

boundaries will only work over time if 

they are accompanied by changes in 

community design, infill development 

and the other steps mentioned above. 

¢ Long term visions for communities 

and regions. Unless citizens decide what 

they want their communities to look like 

(continued from page 1) 

in 50 years, and unless we address land 

conservation needs, and growth/ 

transportation dynamics at regional 

scales, we invite a continuation of 

suburban sprawl. Regions and sub- 

regions must achieve a jobs/housing 

balance to minimize long distance 

commuting and preserve resources such 

as air and water quality, and prime 

farmland. 

And if you are beginning to actually feel 

sorry for those poor developers and 

homebuilders who are being asked to adapt 

to the latest smart growth guidelines, con- 

sider this: In China, a new law went into 

effect that threatens the death penalty for 

developers who build on valuable farmland 

without procuring an extensive set of per- 

mits from local, regional, and state authori- 

ties. The Chinese government adopted this 

draconian measure because the country 

cannot afford to lose any more valuable 

farmland used to feed their 1.2 billion 

people. They force developers to get indi- 

vidual permits from local, county, provin- 

cial, and State Council agencies before they 

can build on agricultural land. Renegade 

developers who build without the appro- 

priate permits face prosecution and the 

death penalty! And you thought getting a 

building permit in California was difficult! 

Eric Parfrey is president of AEP’s San Francisco 

Bay Chapter. He is a former senior planner for 

both Contra Costa and San Joaquin counties. 

He is a member of the Sierra Club and is 

working closely with the Tracy grassroots group 

to qualify a slow-growth initiative. He lives in 

Stockton and works in the East Bay. He may be 

contacted at (510) 420-8686, (209) 462-4808 

or by e-mail at eric@baseline-env.com 
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One-Day NEPA Workshops 
The National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) is the nation’s most comprehensive 

environmental law applying to Federal activities affecting the human and physical envi- 

ronments. The NEPA process for review and evaluation of Federal activities requires 

analysis of alternative actions through preparation of Environmental Assessments (EAs), 

Environmental Impact Statements (EISs) and supporting environmental studies. It has 

also been used as a model by jurisdictions throughout the U.S. and around the world. 

California’s environmental impact assessment law, CEQA, was modeled after NEPA but 

includes several key differences. 

This workshop, designed for individuals with all levels of NEPA experience, provides 

practical advice on the “nuts and bolts” of working with this far-reaching environmental 

law. The class focuses on case studies of Federal actions requiring NEPA review and 

provides practical lessons from the field. Seasoned NEPA veterans share the lessons they 

have learned, which can help sharpen NEPA skills and approaches to the common prob- 

lems encountered by EIS preparers. 

Topics include: 

NEPA Overview; Determining Purpose and Need; The difference between an EA and 

an EIS; Treatment of alternatives; Selecting the preferred alternative and establishing a 

baseline; Levels of significance; Facilitating public involvement; Combining NEPA with 

other environmental laws. 

This one-day credit course, offered through UC Santa Cruz, is offered twice in the up- 

coming months. It will be given in Santa Clara on Wednesday, October 27" 1999, and 

in Monterey on Monday, March 6", 2000. The non-agency fee is $205, and if you are 

an agency employee, you can pay a reduced rate of only $155 per person. 

For more information contact Ann Zoidis (415) 974-1221, or to enroll by phone call 

(800) 660-8639. 

California Planning Foundation 1999 Auction 
The California Planning Foundation (CPF) is the chapter’s nonprofit foundation re- 

sponsible for providing continuing education opportunities to practicing planners and 

providing scholarships to students in the state’s accredited planning programs. Estab- 

lished in 1971, CPF relies on the generous donations of our members and fund-raising 

programs during the year to endow the student scholarship program. 

CPF is pleased to announce the following opportunities for local chapter members over 

the coming months. The first opportunity is to donate an item or items to be auctioned 

off at the annual Conference to be held in Bakersfield. Some of the more popular items 

in the past have been walking tours, balloon trips, bed and breakfast accommodations, 

old maps, and bottles of wine. Donations are only limited to the creativity of your 

spirit. | 

To make a donation, please contact Patti Nahill by E-mail at <pattin@pe.net> or by 

phone at (909) 677-0405 prior to October 4. 

The second way that CPF is seeking your participation is by attending the Annual Auc- 

tion to be held on the evening of October 17 in Bakersfield at the Bakersfield Conven- 

tion Center. Please plan on attending this important event and remember to bring your 

cash, checks and credit cards. 

Get Ready for the 

O00! 
Celebrate the holidays 

and the Millennium at the 

Annual NSCCAPAA 

Holiday Party 1999! 

When: December 15, 1999 

Where: Delancey Street, 

600 The Embarcadero, 

San Francisco 

Stay tuned to next month’s 

Northern News for infor- 

mation and registration! 

If you would like to join 

the “Party Like it’s 1999” 

Committee, call Andrea 

Ouse at (650) 991-8033. 

» 
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A Failure of Fairness—Planning 
in the Pacific Northwest 
By Richard H. Carson 

t the end of the twentieth century the 

_ great land use planning experiments in 

e Pacific Northwest states of Oregon and 

Washington made great strides in dealing 

with the negative impacts of traditional un- 

planned human settlements — called “sprawl.” 

However, it is time that we admit to the 

failures of controlled growth and to talk of 

possible remedies we can undertake in the 

future. It is especially important to talk about 

such problems now, before other states and 

local governments outside the Pacific North- 

west try to mimic our public policy successes 

and before the presidential election rhetoric 

about “Smart Growth” begins. 

Oregon’s experiment began in 1973 with the 

establishment of “Statewide Planning 

Goals”, and Washington’s began with the 

“Growth Management Act” of 1990. Both 

were products of a time when citizens still 

believed that big government was the best 

agent of positive social change. Oregon’s 

governor Tom McCall was one of the last 

charismatic leaders from an age when people 

would heed the call for social change from 

Presidents like John F. Kennedy and Lyndon 

Baines Johnson. 

Let’s start with the premise that statewide 

land use planning (i.e., growth management) 

as practiced in these two states was one of the 

best public policy decisions made in America 

in the twentieth century. The use of urban 

growth boundaries: (1) supported the urban 

infill needed to make for a more cost-efficient 

delivery infrastructure inside the boundary, 

(2) helped encourage rebuilding in the inner 

cities by reducing the flight to the suburbs, 

and (3) protected farm lands, forest and natu- 

ral areas outside the boundaries. 

The economic reality is that urban growth 

boundaries create an abrupt and artificial 

financial impact. The land economics of 

urban sprawl are that the further away you 

are from the city or suburban centers you 

are, then the less value the land has. Travel 

distances, as well as the lack of urban services 

and amenities, all drive down land values. 

The loss of value follows a very predictable 

drive-time gradient. Land located within 

thirty minutes is at.a premium and land over 

an hour is less desirable. 

With urban growth boundaries most of the 

land is priced the same. So is all the land 

outside the boundary. Land that is two miles 

outside the boundary costs about the same as 

Jand 15 miles away. This means that there is 

a financial windfall and wipeout depending 

on which side of the boundary your property 

ends up on. The government act of adding 

land to the boundary and later annexing it to 

a city multiples its value some nine-fold. The 

opposite decision to down zone a property 

means a massive financial loss to the owner. 

Unfortunately, neither state land use experi- 

ment had any social or economic fairness. 

Specifically, they lacked: 

* Responsiveness to the existing capitalist 

system where the marketplace produces the 

most cost-efficient products. Land supply, 

location and even buildability were handed 

over to government land use planners who 

had little real world experience in property 

development or the siting needs of industry 

and commerce. 

¢ Fiscal equity, social justice, or even re- 

spect for the economic property rights of 

people living in the rural areas. Note that I 

didn’t say the legal or constitutional property 

rights of others. The U.S. Supreme Court 

long ago decided that as long as government 

left some small value to your property, then 

a massive down-zoning did not constitute an 

economic “taking.” 

The public policy of down-zoning farm and 

forest areas by using minimum building lots 
(continued on insert page opposite)
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of 40-80 acres is supported by the credible 

argument that these types of operations could 

not continue to exist in the face of rising land 

values pushed by sprawl. Similarly there is a 

credible argument for the protection of natural 

areas and wildlife habitat given the current 

realities of a growing list of endangered species 

such as the spotted owl and the wild salmon. 

However, much of the rural landscape is none 

of the above. It is simply unproductive and 

fragmented rural residential properties. The 

argument to date is that such areas need to be 

developed with rural character — as opposed to 

urban character. However, this argument fails 

to have any meaningful justification or nexus. 

What it really means is that we are going to 

force development in urban areas in order to 

maintain a rural residential land museum that 

has the bucolic and pastoral character that city 

folks like to drive through. Rural areas have 

become a kind of enormous destination resort 

and amusement park for city dwellers. In the 

past such properties were developed on 1 to 5 
acre parcels which was the minimum area that 

could support a septic field and a well. Today 

they are allowed only 5, 10 and 20 acre mini- 

mum lots sizes. The 10 and 20 acre lots sizes 

are often used to buffer resource areas. 

If we want to bring some fiscal and social 

justice into the current statewide planning 

systems, then we have only two choices. We 

can either buy the property or the develop- 

ment rights of the rural land owners, or we can 

create a system by which such development 

rights can be bought and sold in the market 

place. The latter is commonly called the 

“transfer of development rights” (TDRs). 

The option to buy development rights is diffi- 

cult given the anti-tax and anti-government 

trends of the last 15 years. Governments can’t 

afford and citizens won’t support such a mas- 

sive fiscal investment. One possibility would 

be for local governments to capture part of the 

nine-fold windfall since they create it. This 

money could then be reallocated by buying the 

development rights from rural residential own- 

ers. This idea works because there is a legal 

nexus that connects the fiscal windfall to the 

person annexing into the urban area to the fiscal 

wipeout of the person remaining in the rural 

area. 

What about transferring development rights 

from rural areas to urban areas? In order to ac- 

complish this we need to take three steps: 

(1) Determine what the developability of rural 

residential land would have been without the 

down zoning. That is to determine how many 

lots any given property would have been physi- 

cally able to accommodate given the limitations 

on soils for septic systems and on water avail- 

ability from wells. The truth is not all rural land 

is equal in terms of buildability. We would also 

need to net out the environmental constraints of 

floodplains, unstable slopes, and wildlife habitat. 

(2) Allow the property owner to transfer devel- 

opment rights for residential units on a residen- 

tial unit for residential unit basis. If you could 

have developed five lots, but were down-zoned 

to two, then you could sell three to an urban 

developer for either single family or multi-family 

developments. 

(3) Allow the urban developer to use TDRs to 

either: (a) increase the density of an existing 

project over and above the minimum zoning 

requirements, (b) expand the urban growth 

boundary to build new residential units, or (c) 

upzone property to a higher use. The latter 

could mean upzoning residential property to 

commercial or industrial uses. 

In the case of Dolan v. the City of Tigard, the 

U.S. Supreme Court found that any government 

exaction must have a “rough proportionality” 

between the level of the exaction and the prop- 

erty owner’s actual impact on the community. 

In other words, the best land use planning sys- 

tem is one that is built on social and economic 

fairness for everyone. 

Richard H. Carson is an elected board member of 

the Oregon Chapter of the American Planning 

Association and Editor of the Oregon Planners’ 

Journal. He was previously the director of 

planning for Metro and currently is the director 

of community development for Clark County, 

Washington. He can be reached via the Internet 

at “richcarson@msn.com” or by mail at 732 

NW 170th Drive, Beaverton, OR 97006. 
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Airport Planning Consultant 

Shutt Moen Associates, Santa Rosa 

Salary DOQ 

Shutt Moen Associates is a special- 
ized consulting firm that provides 
planning services to airports, and 

noise and safety compatibility plan- 

ning to communities near airports. 
We are seeking to fill a professional 
position in our planning division. This 

position can be filled either at an 
associate (2 years of experience) or 

project manager level. Strong ana- 

lytical ability is essential. Polished 

writing and speaking skills would be 
an asset. Airport experience is a plus, 

but not essential; some of our most 
successful employees have come 
from local planning backgrounds. 

Submit resume and cover letter to: 

David Dietz, Shutt Moen Associates, 
707 Aviation Boulevard, Santa Rosa, 

CA 95403; FAX 707/526-9721; e-mail 
sma@sonic.net. Questions? Call 

David Dietz at 707/526-5010. 

Interagency Planning Manager 

East Bay Regional Park District, 

Oakland, CA 

Salary: $68,833-87,878 with merit 

steps to $96,855 (the anticipated 
salary subjectto Board approval) plus 
benefits. Seeking an experienced and 

knowledgeable planner to head its 
Interagency Planning Department. This 
is ahigh level position responsible for 
a small staff that helps steer the Dis- 

trict through a wide variety of 
situations. Works directly with senior 
District staff, the General Manager 

and the Board of Directors. Requires 
a minimum of a Bachelor’s degree in 
land use planning, environmental 

planning, or land use law and six 
years experience in one or several 
related capacities, at least three of the 

six years in professional-level and 
supervisory status. The ideal candi- 
date has a thorough knowledge of the 

planning, development and environ- 
mental review processes, a commit- 

ment to resource protection, open 

Space, parks and recreation, and a 
good feel for interagency political 

relationships.To obtain an applica- 
tion packet, call the East Bay Regional 

Park District at (510) 544-2160. Ap- 

plication deadline 5:00 p.m. Novem- 
ber 3, 1999. EOE 

Transportation Planning Manager 

City of Berkeley 

Salary: $66,900-80,784 

Searching for a progressive and dy- 
namic individual to provide leader- 
ship and direction for a newly cre- 

ated Transportation Planning Divi- 
sion. This position will supervise 3-4 
professional planners and support 

Staff, and report directly to the Direc- 
tor of Planning and Development. 

The Transportation Planning Man- 

ager will play a key role in planning 

and coordinating transportation pro- 
grams and projects. The position will 
staff the Transportation Commission 

and serve in regional staff groups, 
articulating the City’s position and 

interests regarding regional trans- 

portation issues. The major work ar- 
eas for the division include neigh- 

borhood traffic management, park- 
ing related planning, bicycle plan- 
ning and implementation, inter-ju- 
risdictional and regional coordina- 

tion of transportation and land use 
planning, planning for pedestrian 
travel and environmental review of 

major projects. 

Requires a four year degree in city or 
regional planning, urban planning, 
transportation planning or a closely 

related field AND five years of plan- 
ning experience, including two years 
of supervising professional staff and 

extensive work with citizen boards 
and commissions. Significant re- 
sponsible transportation manage- 
ment experience is desirable. For 

applications call (510) 644-6122. 
Submit to Personnel Department at 
1947 Center Street, Berkeley CA 

94704. 

Assistant Planner 

City of Belvedere 

Salary: $3,250-3,750/mo 

Belvedere is seeking a full-time, en- 
try-level planner to work on in-fill 

planning-related activities. Routine 
duties will include analyzing and pro- 

cessing proposed plans and projects, 
reviewing applications for CEQA com- 
pliance, interpreting the zoning and 

design review ordinances, making 
presentations to the Planning Com- 

mission and the City Council, and 
working closely with the building 

department and other City staff. The 
successful individual will work under 
the direction of the City Planner. 
Important qualities include a team- 

work orientation, self-motivation, 
excellent oral and _ written 

communication skills, and the ability 
to work comfortably with applicants, 
their architects, engineers, and 
attorneys. Quality customer service 

is of paramount importance to the 
community. Minimum requirements 
include: Bachelor’s degree in city 

planning or a closely related field and 
one year of responsible planning ex- 
perience in a local government 
setting. Possession of a Master's 

degree in city planning or a closely 

related field may be substituted for 
the one year of required 

experience. Final filing date: 4:30 PM, 

October 15, 1999. Submit a detailed 
resume listing education, relevant 
experience, current salary and five 

work or academic related references 
to: City Manager, City of Belvedere, 

450 San Rafael Avenue, Belvedere 
CA 94920. Phone (415) 435-3838 

AA/EOE 

Community Development Director 

City of Lafayette 

Salary: DOQ 

Seeking acreative, customer-oriented 

professional to lead the Community 

Development Department. The new 
Director, reporting directly to the City 
Manager, supervises 18 staff mem- 

bers who provide planning, public 
works, and engineering services. The 
ideal candidate will have several years 

of professional planning and com- 
munity development experience, in- 
cluding supervisory experience, and 
familiarity with California redevelop- 

ment practices. This is a hands-on 
position for an innovative problem 
solver who loves to work with resi- 

dents, commissions and business 
owners to provide high quality com- 

munity services. A bachelor’s degree 

in urban planning, architecture, or 
civil engineering is required (ad- 
vanced degree is desirable). Send a 

resume, cover letter, current salary 
and three work-related references by 
Friday, October 29, 1999 to: 
Shannon Associates; Attention: David 

Harris; 1601 Response Road, Suite 
390; Sacramento, CA 95815; Tel. 
916-567-4280; Fax.916-567- 

1220.resumes@shannonassoc.com 
Visit the City’s website at 
www.ci.lafayette.ca.us 

REQUEST FOR QUALIFICATIONS 

waterfront development projects. 

The Port of San Francisco seeks highly qualified 

consultant teams to provide real estate economics 
and other consulting services for current and future 

spondents to a Request for Qualifications (RFQ) will 

be placed on aconsultant list from which the Port will 
solicit proposals for project-specific consulting ser- 
vices for the next one tofour years. Qualifications are 

due October 18, 1999. For a copy of the RFQ, senda 
check for $10 made payable to the “Port of San 

Successful re- 

Francisco” with your name, phone number and re- 

turn address to: Rich Hentschel, Port of San Fran- 
cisco, Ferry Building, San Francisco, CA 94111, 

Attn: “Request for Qualifications for Consulting Ser- 
vices”. You may also download an order form from 
the Port website under Planning and Development at 

<www.sfport.com>. For further information about 

this opportunity, contact Rich Hentschel at (415) 

274-0598 or email <Rich_Hentschel@sfport.com>. 
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LETTER TO THE EDITOR ANNOUNCEMENT ELP 
an OFS ae 

ASSOCIATES 

ALLAN Jacoss has done it for us! PLEASE JOIN the North Bay Regional ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT 

He has brought forth that ever so Advisory Council of APA for a Brown- Urban & REGIONAL PLANNING 
Resource MANAGEMENT 

needed, final theory of planning. I Bag Presentation on “Vineyard Sacramento San Francisco Los Angeles 

have pondered what to name this Development in Napa and Sonoma ; 
; PS P Robert Odland Consulting 

all-encompassing, world-shaking Counties”. 
¢ Sustainable Development 

Join us for a discussion and compari- _ © Livable Communities 
¢ Resource & Growth Management 

theory. Jacobean would fit but it’s 

taken. So . . . with great fanfare | son of the two ordinances that regulate 
want to introduce all to the Alfred E. . . 2025 Rose Street, #202A Tel: (510)524-0648 

ifr vineyard development in Sonoma and Berkeley, CA 94709 Fax: (510)524-0567 
Neuman, What Me Worry? Theory Napa Counties 

; . P DYETT « BHATIA 
of Planning. It’s marvelous, it’s ; Urb d Regional Pl 

. i. Speakers: Jeff Redding, Planning ran ane megional tanners 
fantastic, and it will solve absolutely ; , + General Plans * Zoning 

Director, Napa County, Mike Smith, * Urban Design + Environmental Planning 
no problems, because there are no ; ; | + Specific Plans * GIs 

bl Assistant Agricultural Commissioner, www. dbplanners.com 
problems to worry about... . . |. 70 Zoe Street, Suite 100 | Ph: 415 957 2950 

Sonoma County Agricultural Commis- San Francisco CA 94107 | Fax:4I5 543 8957 
Well planners, there you have it. All | os ners Office PARSONS 
these years we have been mis-edu- HARL ANE SSOCIATES SO” Where: City of Santa Rosa 

City Hall Training Center Oakland (510) 891-9324 
(follow the signs) P) Santa Rosa e (707) 575-1933 

100 Santa Rosa Avenue 

cated, misled, and certainly abused 

because we have worried too much. 

So take a page from Allan Jacob’s 
Home Page e www.parsons.com 

new theory, sit back and dont worry! 
(between 1* St. and Sonoma Ave.) ° , = 

P.S. See you all in Rome. 8 Traffic Impact Studies <q-HéA 
When: Friday, November 12", ® Transportation Planning & Studies Kiley Hom 

(We regret we do not have space for the 11:45 a.m. to 1:00 p.m. m Signal Design am senerave mat noad 

entire letter. -ed.) # Parking Studies and Design Suite 180 
. . . Pleasanton, CA 94588 

Bring: Lunch (drinks and cookies ® Circulation Element Studies Phone: (925) 463-5640 
Fax: (925) 463-5641 Scott Lefaver, AICP, a former faculty 

provided) 
member in urban planning, is now Korve 155 Grand Avenue 
working full time attempting to preserve | For more information and to RSVP, Enaineering om cute A00 

and expand affordable housing in the contact Kristine Bickell at: i g 9 (510) 763-2929 
Bay Area. Dr. Lefaver is worried. (707) 575-1933. Transportation Civil Traffic 

Planning Engineering Engineering 

“Progressive Solutions for the 21st Century” 

Jones & Stokes 7 2 Chandler W. Lee, AICP 

: . . . Contract Planner 

Innovative Environmental Solutions Since 1970 

on 

940 Diamond Street 
San Francisco, CA 94114 
Phone: 415.282.4446 

WAYZN Vernazza Wolfe Associates, Inc. 

5464 College Ave. Suite C © Oakland, CA 94618 

Tel. 510-596-2475 © Fax 510-652-5605 

Urban and Watershed CEQA/NEPA Habitat * Real Estate Market Analysis 
Open Space Management/ Compliance Restoration * Fiscal Impact Studies _ 
Planning Flood Control Consulting * Redevelopment Planning 

° Affordable Housing Strategies 

DENISE DUFFY & ASSOCIATES 
At C f N V . Land Planning and Environmental Consulting 

a on erence ear Ou: CEQA and NEPA Services 

= : SERRE : - = acanrsaernereerace rah rape See - ; General/Specific Plans 

es Oe pope Pe err e Aalto rai: ntor ADA. ; Resource Assessments 

League of California Cities California Chapter APA Planwing and Permitting 
Conference & Exposition _ 

October 10-12, 1999 
“San J ose Convention Center 

Enter our FREE drawing at Booth #332 

— Annual Conference 
Ls ae ee 947 Cass Street, Suite 5, Monterey + California 93940 

October 16-19, 1999 | Phone: 831/373-4341 

Bakersfield Convention Center 

Enter our FREE drawing at Booth #18 
Advertisement Space Available 

Contact Chuck Lerable, 

Advertising Coordinator: 

831/758-7155 
California Offices: San José * Sacramento * Bakersfield * Irvine * www.jsanet.com 
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Environmental Consulting 

Environmental 
Science 
Associates 

225 Bush Street, Suice 1700 

San Francisco, California 94104 

(415) 896-5900 fax 896-0332 

WwW W.esassoc.com 

Oakland 

Los Angeles 

San Francisco 

Sacramento 

Mi) WALLACE ROBERTS & TODD J 
Environmental Planning | 657 Mission Street, Suite 600 

Urban Design | San Francisco, CA 94105 
Landscape Architecture | tel: 415 541-0830 

Architecture | fax: 415 541-0944 

info@WRTdesign.com www.WRTdesign.com RY 

900 North Point Street 
Suite B300 
Ghirardelli Square 
San Francisco, CA 94109 

Planning 
Architecture 

SASAKI] 

Landscape Architecture 
Interior Design 

th 415-776-7272 
f: 415-202-8970 
e: sanfrancisco@sasaki.com 

Fax: 831-459-9998 

1509 Seabright Ave., Suite A1 

Santa Cruz, CA 95062 

Land Use & Development Consultants, Inc. 

VAMILTON cle! 831-459-9992 

WIET 

PAM 

MI 
MOORL TACOPANO) GOLESMAN 

Planning, Community Design, Communications, Management 

800 Hearst Ave. Berkeley, CA 94710 510/845-7549 fax: 510/845-8750 
Berkeley Los Angeles Eugene,OR Raleigh, NC 

Public Affairs Management 
O  Planning/Environmental Proces 

O Environmental Communication 

QO Public Involvement 

101 The Embarcadero, Suite 210 www.pamsf.com 

San Francisco, CA 94105 (415) 989-1446 

Ss 

Ss 

Wagstaff and Associates 

))) 
While we continually open outward 
to address your expanding needs, 
our core remains the same: 

urban planning 
environmental analysis 
project management 

1944 EMBARCADERO, OAKLAND, CA 94606 S10 535 6690 

Three Embarcadero Center, Suite 1150 
San Francisco, CA 94111 415.781.8900 

355 South Grand Avenue, Suite 3295 
Los Angeles, CA 9007! 213.613.1800 

ROMA 
Urban Design - Development Planning 

Streetscape Design - Specific Planning 

1527 Stockton Street, San Francisco, CA 94133 

(415) 616-9900 Fax (415) 788-8728 

PACIFIC MUNICIPAL CONSULTANTS 

| 
Providing Comprehensive Municipal Services for Public Agencies... 

* Contract Staff 
* CEQA/NEPA Compliance 

» Fiscal/Economic Analysis 
° Urban/Rural Planning 

SAN Francisco 
(415) 399-8820 

Monterey SACRAMENTO Orovitie 
(408) 644-9174 (916) 361-8384 (530) 533-1131 

Urban and Environmental Planning 

2012 Ninth Street, Suite 5 

Berkeley, California 94710 

(510) 540-0303 FAX (510) 540-4788 

B R A Y 

LSA 
PLANNERS AND LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTS 

D 

2215 Fifth Street 

Berkeley, CA 94710 

510-540-7331 @ Fax: 510-540-7344 # berkeley.|saglsa-assoc.com 

Pacific Relocation Consultants 
A full scope relocation firm to local agencies since 1980 

» Over 50 years of combined project management experience 
» Tenant, homeowner, commercial and trailer park cases 
» Projects with federal (CDBG & HOME), state and local funding 
» Provided services to over 150 Agencies and Cities 
» Relocation Plans and complete project planning & analysis 

O p OA AND ACRA O 800-400 6 
L__ 

Kobort Schubert, AICP 
Contract Planner 

213 Edinburgh Street 
San Francisco, CA 94112 

__... (415)586-2266_ 
Over 84 years of satisfied clients 

Redwood City San Jose Walnut Creek 

PACIFIC GROUP 
Land Use Economics, Finance, Management 

Feasibility -Revitalization-Tourism & Recreation 

1110 Marquita Ave-Burlingame CA 94010 

Phone/Fax: 650-344-1288 (650) 482-6300 (408) 467-9100 (925) 940-2200 

QUATRE © PROD © 

P O O O 4 D O 
f\ a ( ) 5 D 

PLANNING URBAN DESIGN 
ARCHITECTURE 

e Specific Plans 
¢ Downtown Revitalization 
e Design Guidelines & Consultation 

CDG 
CANNON 
DESIGN 

THOMAS COOKE ASSOCIATES 
Urban Design ee City and Regional Planning 
Regulations & Guidelines 

an Transit-Oriented Development 
1944 Embarcadero, Oakiand, CA 94606 

- 4. Economics Research Associates 
‘iy” Alfitiated with Drivers Jonas 

388 Market Street, Suite 1580, San Francisco, CA 94111 

San Francisco 
415/956-8152 

Los Angeles i 
310/477-9585 & 

San Diego 
619/544-1402 ff 

~ DONALDSON 
ASSOCIATES 
Douglas Donaldson, JD, AICP 

Planning and Environmental Services 

° Feasibility Studies 
¢ Tourism and Recreation 
¢ Fiscal Impact/Financing Plans 

Transportation and Land Use 
Re-Use of Military Facilities 

226 AIRPORT PARKWAY, STE. 600 + SAN JOSE. CA 95110-3705 » 408/451-9260 FAX 408/451-9261 

Land Planning & Urban Design 

Policy Planning 

Environmental Services 

“eB ieee cic 
< 

m A | 
Circulation Master Plans 

Professional Planners/Engineers/Surveyors 

SAN JOSE REGIONAL OFFICE: 

PLANNING 

URBAN DESIGN 

LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTURE 

PIER 33 NORTH 

SAN FRANCISCO CA 94111 

_PH: 415.398.8197 FAX: 398.8201 

THE PLANNING 

COLLABORATIVE 

180 HARBOR DRIVE SUITE 219 

‘ SAUSALITO CA 94965.2846 

G R O U P TEL: 415.331.3795 FAX: 415.331.3797 

Planning 
Group Inc. 

A Land Use Planning and Design Firm 

Community Planning| 99 Pacific Street, Suite 155 F 
Contract Planning Services} Monterey, CA 93940 

Master Planning| 831.649.1799 Fax: 831.649.8399 
Permitting Services 

Environmental Review! www.emcplanning.com 
Celebrating 20 years tu business! 

627 Spokane Avenue « Albany, CA 94706 = (510) 528-3684 

COMMUNITY & ENVIRONMENT 

DAVID EARLY, PRINCIPAL 

1600 SHATTUCK AVENUE, SUITE 222 TEL: 510 848 3815 
BERKELEY, CALIFORNIA 94709 FAX: S10 848 4315 

DESIGN, 
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NORTHERN SECTION CALENDAR 

- October OCTOBER 

16-19 CCAPA Conference, “Celebrating Diversity”, Bakersfield SM TW T FOS | 

17. CPF Auction, Bakersfield Convention Center an 

7 NEPA Workshop, Santa Clara 
5 6 78 9. 
12 13 14 15 (16) 

3 4 
10 
(7) (18) (19) 20 21 22 23 
24 2 
31 

5 26 Q7) 28 29 30 
vember _ 

| “Viney: d Development in Napa and Sonoma Counties”, 

_ Brown Bag Presentation, Santa Rosa. _ | NOVEMBER : 
SS MTWTE SS. 

2. Deadline for nominations for Year 2000 Fellow of AICP. 7 8 9 10 112) 13- 

‘ormation (202) 872-0611, or aicp@planning.org =i (asi(<iésé‘é‘iaie«*d‘S 16s dI_—sd18 19 20 
a = 21:22 23 24 25 26 27 -— 

2 28 29 30 . 
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