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SMART GROWTH

Developing schools that serve as centers of their communities is
a concept that also has implications for a second important area
of reform in the state of California that embodies the “smart
growth” strategies for urban and regional planning. As support-
ed by organizations like the Urban Land Institute and the
California Futures Network, these principles address issues
impacting the overall quality of life of all Californians. These
principles are evidenced through a balance between economic
prosperity, social equity and environmental quality. These ends
require a long-range planning strategy to accommodate growth
in a way that promotes prosperous and livable communities;
provides better opportunities for housing and transportation;
conserves green space and the natural environment; and protects
California’s working farm and forest lands. Following is a list of
the California Futures Network’s “smart growth” principles:

O Plan for the Future: Make government more responsive, effec-
tive and accountable by reforming the system of land-use
planning and public financing.

O Promote Prosperous and Livable Communities: Make existing com-
munities vital and healthy places for all residents to live, work
and raise a family.

O Provide Better Housing and Transportation Opportunities: Provide
efficient transportation alternatives and a range of housing
choices affordable to all residents, without jeopardizing farm-
land, open space and wildlife habitat.

0 Conserve Green Space and the Natural Environment: Focus new
development in areas planned for growth while protecting air
and water quality and providing green space for recreation,
water recharge and wildlife.
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“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 get
these results only if school,
park and college leaders are
willing to share their turf—

literally.”

Bob Niccum

Director of Real Estate
and Asset Management
LAUSD



METRQPOLET AN FORUM P-R ] EGT

© Protect California’s Agricultural and Forest Lands: Protect
California’s farm, range and forest lands from sprawl and the

pressure to convert farmland for development.

One way to achieve these results is to counteract the current model
of sprawl development by focusing more effort on the design of
more livable cities and towns. By concentrating higher density
development in more urban environments, more of the open land
currently being consumed by roadways and housing thart are the
products of “suburban sprawl” can be conserved as “greenfields,”

which includes farms, forests and natural habitat.

Over the past thirty years, California’s growth pattern has consumed
tremendous quantities of land for sprawling low-density develop-
ment. The Central Valley, the nation’s most productive and prolific
agricultural region, will be threatened if current sprawling land-use
patterns continue. Already, more than 12 percent of the Valley’s
farmland has been paved over. If this pattern of low-density sprawl
continues, the Valley will lose more than one million acres of
farmland by the year 2040, much of it on the best soil for growing
crops. This represents nearly 20 percent of the Valley's remaining
farmland (American Farmland Trust and UC Berkeley). In the mean-
time, a significant portion of the California economy stands at
risk. Agriculeure is California’s number one industry. In 1996,
California’s agriculture and related food processing industries em-
ployed over soo,000 people and generated $75.6 billion in sales
(Center for the Continuing Study of the California Economy). Losing a
million acres of farmland would cost more than $s billion annual-
ly in lost business for farmers, ranchers, suppliers, processors, and

others involved in agriculture.

From 1970 to 1990, the population of Los Angeles increased by
45 percent while the amount of developed land increased by 300

percent (Diamond and Noonan, Land Use in America). Similar
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development in other metropolitan areas has spawned a massive
increase in vehicle trips and vehicle miles traveled by the public,
and caused significant environmental harm. Between 1970 and
1995, the state’s population increased by 60 percent, from 20 to
30 million people, but the number of vehicle miles traveled (vmt)
more than doubled, from 103 billion to more than 270 billion
miles of travel per year (California Air Resources Board). Overall
vmt in the state is projected to nearly double to 488 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-increasing amounts of land,
with the car and its attendant infrastructure—streets and highways,
street parking and parking lots—taking up at least a third of all
developed land. Moreover, this strategy for accommodating growth
produces 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 California’s
population is in need of serious reform.
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“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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4 SMART ScHOOLS MEET SMART GROWTH

The strategies for planning and designing smarter schools coin-
cide with those for planning to accommodate the principles of
smart growth. The most viable means for accommodating
California’s projected population and infrastructure needs for the
next two decades is through a combination of more compact sub-
urban development and a renewal of cities and towns. The planning
and design of more community-centered schools can enhance the
principles of smart growth. By serving as a catalyst for inner-city
development, the proper planning of schools can help by:

1) Creating magnets for urban development; 2) Encouraging the
development of inner-city housing and employment opportuni-
ties; 3) Improving mobility; 4) Reducing suburban migration;

5) Conserving greenfields.

Likewise, the implementation of smart growth principles support-
ing more urban development can improve education reform by:

6) Encouraging the creation of learning communities within the

rich infrastructure of the urban environment; 7) Enhancing oppor-
tunities for community access and participation; and 8) Supporting
teachers and school personnel by providing more affordable and

attractive places to live and work.
1—Creating Urban Magnets

One of the key ingredients in the development of more viable
cities and towns is to provide public facilities that act as magnets
for development in inner cities and in already established suburbs.
These magnets include things like libraries, parks, fitness and
recreation centers, arts centers, and clinics for health and human
services. One of the most important of these public facilities is a

thriving and healchy system of public education.
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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
more 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 fa-
cilities that are within close proximity, or even within walking
distance to home. The result can be increased parental participa-
tion, less dependence on vehicular transportation and increased
quality of life. To the degree that schools can also be designed to
serve as social, recreational and cultural centers of their commu-
nities, these resources 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
327,198 certified staff in the state of California. Schools, espe-
cially when combined with other community activities, can offer
employment opportunities for administrative staff, teachers and
support personnel.

3— Improving Mobility

In 1997-98, K-12 schools in the state of California spent
$1,400,658,122 on transportation. Through the design of smaller
schools and more compact neighborhood environments where
parents, teachers and school personnel can find affordable 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.
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“We know what we have to
do: create the best schools we
can for L.A.’s urban com-
munities. And more than
ever, the stakeholders at
LAUSD, the Prop. BB
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 -based
institutions. And studies
and reports are not enough.

I won’t feel a sense of accom-
plishment until the kids get
off those buses and into

their new schools.”
Steven L. Soboroff

Chair, Prop. BB Citizens’
Oversight Committee



