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3 S M A RT  G R O W T H

Developing schools that serve as centers of their communities is

a concept that also has implications for a second important are a

of re f o rm in the state of California that embodies the “ s m a rt

g rowth” strategies for urban and regional planning. As support-

ed by organizations like the Urban Land Institute and t h e

C a l i f o rnia Futures Network, these principles address issues

impacting the overall quality of life of all Californians. These

principles are evidenced through a balance between economic

p ro s p e r i t y, social equity and environmental quality. These ends

re q u i re a long-range planning strategy to accommodate gro w t h

in a way that promotes pro s p e rous and livable communities;

p rovides better opportunities for housing and transport a t i o n ;

c o n s e rves green space and the natural environment; and pro t e c t s

C a l i f o rn i a ’s working farm and forest lands. Following is a list of

the California Futures Network’s “smart growth” principles: 

❦ Plan for the Future: Make government more responsive, eff e c-

tive and accountable by re f o rming the system of land-use

planning and public financing. 

❦ Promote Prosperous and Livable Communities: Make existing com-

munities vital and healthy places for all residents to live, work

and raise a family. 

❦ Provide Better Housing and Transportation Opportunities: P ro v i d e

e fficient transportation alternatives and a range of h o u s i n g

choices aff o rdable to all residents, without jeopardizing farm-

land, open space and wildlife habitat. 

❦ Conserve Green Space and the Natural Environment: F o c u s n e w

development in areas planned for growth while protecting air

and water quality and providing green space for re c re a t i o n ,

water re c h a rge and wildlife.

“When we drink from the

public trough, let’s make

leverage the beverage. Each

acre of college campus that

can be shared with a high

school may generate $2 mil-

lion in improvements. Each

new school in a neighborhood

can create the equivalent of a

new 2-acre park. But we g e t

these results only if school,

park and college leaders are

willing to share their turf–

l i t e r a l l y. ”

Bob Niccum

D i rector of Real Estate

and Asset Management

LAUSD 
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d e v e lopment in other metropolitan areas has spawned a massive

i n c rease in vehicle trips and vehicle miles traveled by the public,

a n d caused significant environmental harm. Between 1 9 7 0 a n d

1 9 9 5, the state’s population increased by 6 0 p e rcent, from 2 0 t o

3 0 million people, but the number of vehicle miles traveled (v m t)

m o re than doubled, from 1 0 3 billion to more than 2 7 0 b i l l i o n

miles of travel per year (California Air Resources Board). Overall

v m t in the state is projected to nearly double to 4 8 8 billion in the

next two decades. The resulting air pollution not only has public

health impacts; it also affects agriculture by reducing crop yields

at an annual cost of hundreds of millions of dollars. 

Sprawling developments consume ever- i n c reasing amounts of land,

with the car and its attendant infrastru c t u re – s t reets and highways,

s t reet parking and parking lots–taking up at least a third of all

developed land. More o v e r, this strategy for accommodating gro w t h

p roduces more traffic congestion and loss of productivity; air

pollution and its environmental and public health impacts; the

loss of open space; the inability of many to reach jobs and ser-

vices; and the isolation of children from the elderly among other

social and environmental problems. 

Based on these disturbing facts, there is a growing concern that

the traditional means of accommodating growth in Californ i a ’s

population is in need of serious re f o rm. 

“California is going to grow.

The only question is, are we

going to grow in a way that

promotes a better life for

most Californians or are we

going to grow in a way that

depletes our resources and

ultimately undermines the

quality of life in our state?” 

John Maltbie 

County Manager

San Mateo County 
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2–Encouraging Inner City Housing and Employment Opportunities 

The market for inner-city housing for families is in many cases

dependent on the quality of inner-city schools. The design of

m o re community-centered schools provides an opportunity for

the development of more livable inner-city neighborhoods. To 

the degree that a larger number of smaller schools can be imple-

mented, opportunities exist to provide access to educational f a-

cilities that are within close pro x i m i t y, or even within walking

distance to home. The result can be increased parental part i c i p a-

tion, less dependence on vehicular transportation and incre a s e d

quality of life. To the degree that schools can also be designed to

s e rve as social, re c reational and cultural centers of their commu-

nities, these re s o u rces can also be provided with greater access

and convenience. 

Another factor influencing the development of inner-city housing

is employment opportunities. Last year, schools alone employed

3 2 7 , 1 9 8 c e rtified staff in the state of California. Schools, espe-

cially when combined with other community activities, can off e r

employment opp o rtunities for administrative staff, teachers and

s u p p o rt personnel.

3– Improving Mobility

In 1 9 9 7 - 9 8 , K -1 2 schools in the state of California spent

$ 1 , 4 0 0 , 6 5 8 , 1 2 2 on transportation. Through the design of smaller

schools and more compact neighborhood environments where

p a rents, teachers and school personnel can find aff o rdable housing

within close proximity to schools, personal mobility can be

enhanced and costs can be reduced. Within the more compact

urban context, school transportation can also be more easily coor-

dinated with existing public transit than in other places. 

“ We know what we have to

do: create the best schools we

can for L . A. ’s urban com-

munities. And more than

e v e r, the stakeholders at

L A U S D, the Prop. B B

Citizens’ Oversight

Committee, the community,

and the city and state

governments are on the same

page. We will do whatever

it takes to turn our parks,

libraries and schools into

vital, community - b a s e d

institutions. And s t u d i e s

and reports are not e n o u g h .

I won’t feel a sense of accom-

plishment until the kids get

off those buses and i n t o

their new schools.” 

Steven L. Soboroff 

C h a i r, Prop. BB Citizens’

Oversight Committee
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