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9/28
Introduction

“Why do we produce and implement plans when, where, in the manner, and with the objects that we do?”

10/5
History of Urban and Regional Planning

*Eugenie Birch and Christopher Silver, “One Hundred Years of City Planning’s Enduring and Evolving Connections.”  JAPA, 75, 2, Spring, 2009. 113-122.

*Robert Fishman, “The American Planning Tradition:  An Introduction and Interpretation.”  In Robert Fishman, ed., The American Planning Tradition:  Culture and Policy, The Woodrow Wilson Center Press, 2000.  1-29.

*Jon Peterson, “The Birth of Organized City Planning in the United States, 1909-1910.”  JAPA, 75, 2, Spring, 2009.  123-133.

*Michael Neuman and Sheri Smith, “City Planning and Infrastructure:  Once and Future Partners.”  Journal of Planning History, 9, 1, 2010.  21-42.

*Eugenie Birch, “Practitioners and the Art of Planning.”  Journal of Planning Education and Research, 20, 4, Summer, 2001.  407-422.

Carl Abbott, “Planning Chicago.”   http://www.encyclopedia.chicagohistory.org/pages/972.html
10/12
*Edward Kaiser and David Godschalk, “Twentieth Century Land Use Planning.”  JAPA, 61, 3, 1995.  365-385.  Also in Jay Stein, ed. Classic Readings in Urban Planning, Second Edition, Planners Press, 2004.

*Harvey Jacobs and Kurt Paulsen, “Property Rights:  “The Neglected Theme of 20th-Century American Planning.”  JAPA, 75, 2, Spring, 2009.  134-143.

*Emily Talen, “Design by the Rules:  The Historical Underpinnings of Form-Based Codes.”  JAPA, 75, 2, Spring, 2009.  144-160.

*Raphael Fischler, “The Metropolitan Dimension of Early Zoning:  Revisiting the 1916 New York City Ordinance.”  JAPA, 64, 2, Spring, 1998.  170-188.

*Raphael Fischler, “Linking Planning Theory and History:  The Case of Development Control.”  JPER, 19, 3, Spring, 2000.  233-241.

*Marc Weiss, The Rise of the Community Builders.  Chapter Three:  Community Builders and Urban Planners.  Columbia University Press, 1987.  53-78.

Marc Weiss, “Density and Intervention:  New York’s Planning Traditions.”  In David Ward and Olivier Zunz, eds., Landscape of Modernity:  New York City 1900-1940.  The Johns Hopkins University Press, 1992.  46-75.

David Edelman and David Allor, “Ladislas Segoe and the Emergence of the Professional Planning Consultant.”  JPH, 2, 1, February, 2003.  47-78.

William Fischel, “An Economic History of Zoning and a Cure for its Exclusionary Effects.” Urban Studies, 41, 2, February, 2004.  317-340.

Richard Chused, “Euclid’s Historical Imagery.”  Case Western Reserve Law Review, 51, 2001. 597-

Timothy Fluck, “Euclid v. Ambler: A Retrospective.” JAPA, 52, 3, 1986.

Keith Revell, “The Road to Euclid v. Ambler:  City Planning, State-Building, and the Changing Scope of the Police Power.”  Studies in American Political Development, 13, Spring, 1999.  50-145.

Keith Revell, “Regulating the Landscape:  Real Estate Values, City Planning, and the 1916 Zoning Ordinance.”  In David Ward and Olivier Zunz, eds., Landscape of Modernity:  New York City 1900-1940.  The Johns Hopkins University Press, 1992.  19-45.

Group meetings to discuss work plans.

10/19
*Thomas Daniels, “A Trail Across Time:  American Environmental Planning from City Beautiful to Sustainability.”  JAPA, 75, 2, Spring, 2009.  178-192.

*John Thomas, “Holding the Middle Ground.” In Robert Fishman, ed., The American Planning Tradition:  Culture and Policy, The Woodrow Wilson Center Press, 2000.  33-63.

*Robert Fishman, “The Metropolitan Tradition in American Planning.”  In Robert Fishman, ed., The American Planning Tradition:  Culture and Policy, The Woodrow Wilson Center Press, 2000.  65-85.

*Robert Fishman, “The Regional Plan and the Transformation of the Industrial Metropolis.”  In David Ward and Olivier Zunz, eds., Landscape of Modernity:  New York City 1900-1940.  The Johns Hopkins University Press, 1992.  106-125.

*Alan Brinkley, “The National Resources Planning Board and the Reconstruction of Planning.”  In Robert Fishman, ed., The American Planning Tradition:  Culture and Policy, The Woodrow Wilson Center Press, 2000.  173-191.

*Frank Popper, “Understanding American Land Use Regulation Since 1970.”  JAPA, 54, 3, 1988.  291-301.

*Margaret Weir, “Planning, Environmentalism, and Urban Poverty: The Political Failure of National Land-Use Planning Legislation, 1970-1975.”  In Robert Fishman, ed., The American Planning Tradition:  Culture and Policy, The Woodrow Wilson Center Press, 2000.  193-215.

David Johnson, “Regional Planning for the Great American Metropolis:  New York between the World Wars.”  In Daniel Schaffer, ed., Two Centuries of American Planning, The Johns Hopkins University Press, 1988.  167-196.

John Thomas, “Lewis Mumford, Benton MacKaye, and the Regional Vision.”  In David Krueckeberg, ed., The American Planner:  Biographies and Recollections, Second Edition, Center for Urban Policy Research, 1994.  265-309.

Emily Talen, “Beyond the Front Porch:  Regionalist Ideals in the New Urbanist Movement.”  JPH, 7, 1, February, 2008.  20-47.

John Hancock, “The New Deal and American Planning:  the 1930s.”  In Daniel Schaffer, ed., Two Centuries of American Planning, The Johns Hopkins University Press, 1988.  197-230.

10/26
*Jeffrey Brown, Eric Morris, and Brian Taylor, “Planning for Cars in Cities.”  JAPA, 75, 2, Spring, 2009.  161-177.


*Sy Adler, “The Evolution of Federal Transit Policy.”  Journal of Policy History, 5, 1, 1993.  66-99.

*Martin Wachs, “Autos, Transit, and the Sprawl of Los Angeles:  The 1920s.”  JAPA, 50, 3, 1984.  297-310.  Also in Stein.

*Sy Adler, “The Transformation of the Pacific Electric Railway:  Bradford Snell, Roger Rabbit, and the Politics of Transportation in Los Angeles.  Urban Affairs Quarterly, 27, 1, September, 1991.  51-86.

*Charles Connerly, “From Racial Zoning to Community Empowerment:  The Interstate Highway System and the African American Community in Birmingham, Alabama.”  JPER, 22, 2, Winter, 2002.  99-114.

*Michael Southworth and Eran Ben-Joseph, “Street Standards and the Shaping of Suburbia.”  JAPA 61, 1, Winter, 1995.  65-81.

*Sy Adler, “The Oregon Approach to Integrating Transportation and Land Use Planning.”  In Carl Abbott, Deborah Howe, and Sy Adler, eds., Planning the Oregon Way.  Oregon State University Press.  1994.

Cliff Ellis, “Interstate Highways, Regional Planning and the Reshaping of Metropolitan America.”  Planning Practice and Research, 16, 3-4, 2001.  247-269.

Jeffrey Brown, “A Tale of Two Visions:  Harland Bartholomew, Robert Moses, and the Development of the American Freeway.”  JPH, 4, 1, February, 2005.  3-32.

Jeffrey Brown, “From Traffic Regulation to Limited Ways:  The Effort to Build a Science of Transportation Planning.”  JPH, 5, 1, February, 2006.  3-34.

Raymond Mohl, “Ike and the Interstates:  Creeping toward Comprehensive Planning.”  JPH, 2, 3, August, 2003.  237-262.

10/29
Department of Land Conservation and Development Program


9 AM in Salem. 635 Capitol Street, N.E.  Suite 150.

11/2
*Robert Fishman, “Urban Utopias:  Ebenezer Howard, Frank Lloyd Wright, and Le Corbusier.”  In Scott Campbell and Susan Fainstein, eds.,  Readings in Planning Theory, Second Edition, 2003.  Blackwell Publishers.  21-60.


*Larry Lawhorn, “The Neighborhood Unit:  Physical Design or Physical Determinism?” JPH, 8, 2, May, 2009. 111-132.

*James Scott, Seeing Like a State.  Chapter 4:  “The High-Modernist City:  An Experiment and a Critique.”  Yale University, 1998.  103-146.

*Eugenie Birch, “Woman-Made America:  The Case of Early Public Housing Policy.”  JAIP, 44, 2, 1978.  130-144.

*Alexander von Hoffman, “Housing and Planning.”  JAPA, 75, 2, Spring, 2009. 231-244.

*Barry Checkoway, “Large Builders, Federal Housing Programs, and Postwar Suburbanization,” in William Tabb and Larry Sawers, eds., Marxism and the Metropolis, 2nd edition, Oxford University Press,  1984.  152-173.

*Carl Abbott, “Five Strategies for Downtown:  Policy Discourse and Planning since 1943.”  Journal of Policy History, 5, 1993.  5-27.

*Jane Jacobs, “The Death and Life of Great American Cities,” in Campbell and Fainstein; and “The Need for Concentration,” in Jay Stein, ed., Classic Readings in Urban Planning,” Second Edition, American Planning Association, 2004.

*Carl Abbott, “The Capital of Good Planning:  Metropolitan Portland since 1970.”  In Robert Fishman, ed., The American Planning Tradition:  Culture and Policy, The Woodrow Wilson Center Press, 2000.  241-261.

*Lynne Sagalyn, “Public/Private Development:  Lessons from History, Research, and Practice.”  JAPA, 73, 1, Winter, 2007.  7-22.

*William Rohe, “From Local to Global:  One Hundred Years of Neighborhood Planning.” JAPA, 75, 2, Spring, 2009. 209-229.

*Domenic Vitiello, “The Migrant Metropolis and American Planning.” JAPA, 75, 2, Spring, 2009.  245-255.

George Galster, “U.S. Housing Scholarship, Planning, and Policy Since 1968.”  JAPA, 74, 1, Winter, 2008.  5-16.


Alan March, “Democratic dilemmas, planning and Ebenezer Howard’s Garden City.”  Planning Perspectives, 19, October, 2004.  409-433.

George Hemmens, “Tugwell in New York:  The Perils of Liberal Planning.”  In David Krueckeberg, ed., The American Planner:  Biographies and Recollections, Second Edition, Center for Urban Policy Research, 1994.  345-372.

Thomas Hanchett, “Roots of the ‘Renaissance’:  Federal Incentives to Urban Planning, 1941 to 1948.”  JAPA, 60, 1994.  197-208.

Michael Dudley, “Sprawl As Strategy:  City Planners Face the Bomb.”  JPER, 21,1, Fall, 2001.  52-63.

Howard Gillette, Jr., “Assessing James Rouse’s Role in American City Planning.”  JAPA, 65, 2, Spring, 1999.  151-167.

Ann Forsyth, “Planning Lessons from Three U.S. New Towns of the 1960s and 1970s:  Irvine, Columbia, and The Woodlands.”  JAPA, 68, 4, Autumn, 2002.  387-415.

11/9
Planning Theory

*Nigel Taylor, Urban Planning Theory since 1945, Sage, 1998, Parts I and II.


*Susan Fainstein, “New Directions in Planning Theory.”  Urban Affairs Review, 35, 4, 2000.  451-478.  In Campbell/Fainstein.

11/16
Implementation Alternatives


*Taylor, Parts III and IV.

*Iris Marion Young, “City Life and Difference.”  In Campbell/Fainstein.

Norman Krumholz, “Equitable Approaches to Local Economic Development,” in Campbell/Fainstein.

Dolores Hayden, “Nurturing:  Home, Mom, and Apple Pie,” in Campbell/Fainstein.

Robert Beauregard, “Between Modernity and Postmodernity:  The Ambiguous Position of U.S. Planning.” In Campbell/Fainstein.

Group Meetings to Discuss Third Memos, Presentations, and Papers

11/23
Approaches to Implementation Analysis

Charles Lindblom, “The Science of Muddling Through,” in both Stein and Campbell/Fainstein. 

Howell Baum, “Community and Consensus:  Reality and Fantasy in Planning,” in Campbell/Fainstein.

Judith Innes, “Planning Through Consensus Building:  A New View of the Comprehensive Planning Ideal,” in Stein.

11/30
Presentations

12/7
Presentations

Course Requirements:

I.  
Adopt a Plan and write three memos (2 pages for each of the first two memos; 3 pages for the third memo, double-spaced, 11- or 12-point type) about the following topics as each relates to the plan you’ve adopted:


(1)  Historical analysis


due 11/2 in class

(2)  Political analysis



due 11/16 in class

(3)  Implementation alternatives analysis
due 11/30 in class

The following readings are aimed specifically at assisting you to write these memos:

        (1-2) 
Carl Abbott and Sy Adler, “Historical Analysis as a Planning Tool,” JAPA, 55, 4, Autumn, 1989.

Karen Christensen, “Teaching Savvy,” JPER, 12, 3, 1993       
Elizabeth Rocha, “A Ladder of Empowerment,”JPER, 17, 1, 1997.

Paul Davidoff, “Advocacy and Pluralism in Planning,” in both Stein and Campbell/Fainstein;

Harvey Molotch, “The City as a Growth Machine:  Toward a Political Economy of Place,” in Stein

John Bryson and William Roering, “Applying Private-Sector Strategic Planning in the Public Sector.”  In Stein.

Frank Fischer, “Risk Assessment and Environmental Crisis:  Toward an Integration of Science and Participation.”  In Campbell/Fainstein.

(3) Daniel Mazmanian and Paul Sabatier, Implementation and Public Policy with a New Postscript, University Press of America, 1989, Chapters 1 and 2;

For the first two memos assume that you are the director of planning of the agency producing the plan, and you are addressing your recently assembled staff. You are at the beginning of the planning process, and are about to start.  For the third memo you are the director of planning addressing the official body in charge of the plan, and staff analyses of several alternatives have been completed.

The main questions to be addressed in the first memo are:  What circumstances have given rise to this mandate to plan?  In other words, Why are we going to do this plan now? What differences will these circumstances make for the plan we are about to produce? What are the strategic implications of the historical background for the work that lies ahead? 

The main questions to be addressed in the second memo are: What is the political-economic context within which this plan will be produced? Who are the relevant stakeholders who ought to be involved in our planning process?  What are their interests in the plan that will be produced, and how influential are various stakeholders likely to be? How should stakeholders be involved in our planning process?

The main questions to be addressed in the third memo are: What are alternative ways of achieving an important goal of the plan?  What are the strengths and weaknesses of the alternative approaches to implementation that have been analyzed?  Which implementation alternative(s) is(are) recommended for adoption?  What evidence is there in the scholarly and practice literatures that sheds light on the causal relationship between the alternative(s) we are recommending and the goal we want to reach?  How confident are we in the data and the methods of data analysis that we have used to examine alternatives?

Each group must prepare a work plan by 10/11 and schedule a meeting with me to discuss it.

Each student will write memos.  The first and second memos may be revised (once) and resubmitted by12/7.

II.
A class presentation during one of the last two sessions.  This will be a group 

project, and there will be a group grade for the presentation.  Each group will assume that it is presenting the results of its planning process and making recommendations at a public hearing. The presentation will be videotaped.  A meeting to view and discuss the taped performance will be scheduled during the period between terms or early winter term.

III.
Write a critique of the plan (no more than 8 pages, double spaced, 11- or 12-point type).  This is also a group project: one paper per group.  Due 12/7.  The paper should discuss strengths and weaknesses of the plan and the process used to produce it.  The following readings are aimed at assisting you to write the critique:  William Baer, “General Plan Evaluation Criteria:  An Approach to Making Better Plans,” JAPA, 63, 3, 1997, pp. 329-344; Bent Flyvbjerg, “Rationality and Power,” in Campbell/Fainstein; John Forester, “Planning in the Face of Power,” in Stein.  In addition, the paper should also include an annotated bibliography of articles from scholarly and practice journals that were used to produce Memo #3.  The paper should incorporate ideas and arguments from those journal articles and class readings into the critique.  Finally, the paper should also include an appendix in which a brief history of the organization that produced the plan is given.  The significance of the plan for the organization that produced it should be addressed.

IV. 
History Exam.  This will be a take home exam due in class on 11/9.  A set of historically significant ideas, events, people, and projects will be handed out in class on 10/26.  You will need briefly to identify and interpret each of them.  There is a 1500-word total limit for all responses.  The total number of words should be written on the exam.

Grading:


Memos:  45%


History Exam:  30%


Critique:  15% 


Presentation:  10%

PhD Students


Meet with me to discuss an individual term paper project.

An asterisk (*) indicates a required reading.

Journal acronyms:


JAPA:

Journal of the American Planning Association


JPER:

Journal of Planning Education and Research


JPH:

Journal of Planning History

JAIP:
Journal of the American Institute of Planners (the earlier name of JAPA)

