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Electoral Politics by Itself Doesn't Work for the Left

By Frances Fox Piven

A good many liberals and progressives are shocked at George Bush’s victory.
Republican gains in the Senate and House only make it worse. It is not that we
were unaware of the Republican advantages. We knew that the Bush campaign’s
constant talk of the war on terror stirred fear and excitement in many voters and
that this worked to Bush’s advantage. So did the so-called morality issues of abor-
tion and gay marriage, which evoked the peculiar American obsession with sex.
And then there was the Republican propaganda machine, run by skilled and ruth-
less operatives whose messages were amplified by networks of evangelical church-
es and dutifully trumpeted by a sympathetic corporate media.
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Planners and Bush II: Where Do
We Go From Here?

By Tom Angotti and Chester Hartman
Issue Editors

We know it’s not going to be easy for progressive pol-
itics in the next four years, but we knew that even
with a Kerry administration there weren't going to
be many good options. Congress is likely to deal with
the enormous budget deficits that were caused by
tax cuts and military expenditures by taking it out on
social programs and making things even worse by
dealing out more tax cuts and bigger military budg-
ets. Social Security, Medicare and Medicaid will be on
the chopping block. So will Section 8, public hous-
ing, public transit and the remaining shreds of block
grants. Cities and suburbs in the Blue states will get
less from Washington, corporate welfare moochers
and ex-urbanites will get more.

For people and organizations working in communi-
ties whose basic survival has long been in question,
the apocalypse has never been that far away and fight-
ing collective depression has been a full-time job.
Progressive urban planners and community activists
are facing some difficult challenges, but most of the
people we work with can’t afford to drop out.

There are a few things we have to work with in the
coming years. First, as Frances Fox Piven continues
to remind us, progressives can’t accomplish any-
thing of great significance unless they hook up with
nascent protest movements. Opposition to the bar-
barous occupation of Iraq is bound to continue, and
urban planners, the experts on cities, have a special
role to play by drawing attention to the destruction
of cities, the phony participatory process erected
under military rule and the thoroughly inadequate
rebuilding of cities that is making preferred con-
tractors rich without necessarily restoring the
urban infrastructure. Let’s make it a point to analyze
the US plan for Fallujah, which includes absolute
control by the military administration of all hunian
movements in and out of the city and within the
city. New surveillance technology will subject every
Iraqi to 24-hour scrutiny. This Orwellian experiment
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will be at the expense of Tragi citizens, but we know
that such innovations practiced on foreign popula-
tions have often pioncered domestic systems in
low-income communities of color.

Planners must find their voice in the coming strug-
gles to save the entitlement programs. Poverty
among the elderly and infirm will grow in cities and
suburbs if Social Security is undermined by privati-
zation. Homelessness and ghettoization will grow if
Section 8 and public housing go under. So far, how-
ever, the planning profession hasn’t done a whole
lot on these issues. We need to find our way around
the planning profession’s infatuation with “smart
growth” and “new urbanism,” which too often
obscures or conceals issues of social equity. By
focusing excessively on physical planning, the plan-
ning profession is blithely complicit in the destruc-
tion of the social safety net.

Progressive planners need to bring their voices into
the mainstream planning profession. The American
Planning Association (APA) is the largest profession-
al planning organization in the US. On March 19-23,
the APA will hold its annual meeting in San
Francisco and, if past performance is any indicator,
the organization will evade taking a strong position
on the war in Iraq and the major social issues con-
fronting cities and suburbs. APA is a multi-million
dollar marketing outfit and must be sensitive to its
“users,” who include local planners in the Red
states. Their annual conference is a big exposition
for the hawking of APA brands and products. Whil¢
APA usually joins some progressive lobbying cfforts
in Washington, especially when the programs that
provide the bread and butter to planners are threat
ened, it is now time for them o join with other
coalitions to challenge the bispartisan drift towards
the complete destruction of e social contract,
Progressive planners i the Civil Rights Movement
brought APA around decades ago, and it’s time for
another challenge. Also, the labor movement and
NNy progressive organizations are looking for new
allics as they fuce ingicasing threats to their very
survival. The turmaoil in the Democratic Party sug-
gests that jt's time for the old institutions nominally
dedicated to reform and social change (0 get seri-
ous and go back o their roots.
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John Kerry lost the election because he ran a lousy
campaign, both in tactics and substance.

Kerry was given a winning hand and blew it. Bush
was vulnerable on Iraq,Al Qaeda, his pretensions at
being a military leader, his failures on health care,
Social Security, the environment, unilateralism, tax
cuts, budget deficits, partisanship in appointments,
ctc. Even given his middle-of-the-roadism, Kerry
didn’t play the hand he held. No pictures of Bush
with the plastic turkey, no Mission Accomplished,
no Karl Rove, no Halliburton, no coffins, no mil-
lionaires’ tax benefits, no “He lied to us, I believed
him and 'm sorry”

By not providing any real alternative on the impor-
tant issues, Kerry left the door open for pseudo-
issues like gay marriage.

What nowr? Tell it like it is, stop the national unity
business, criticize ruthlessly. Bush has no mandate,
just a slim majority.

On substance there was very little to distinguish
Kerry from Bush. It was just “I can do what he’s
doing, but better” Indeed, Kerry’s positions were
disgraceful. He didn’t defend social programs, did-
n’t criticize the war (he just said he’d do it better)
or the attacks on civil liberties and didn’t come
out for national health insurance. He had no
urban program, he talked only about the middle-
class and not working people or the poor. What
got his supporters energized was not Kerry, but
Anybody but Bush.

What now? Turn to a really progressive agenda:
back to basics. Progressive taxes to provide public
services, real campaign finance reform, single-payer
health insurance, anti-poverty programs, interna-
tionalism, labor rights, subsidized housing, strong
environmental protection and national living mini-
mum wages. Abolish the Electoral College. Admit
we are a divided country, but get the lines of divi-
sion right. And for God’s sake don’t draw the con-
clusion that the Democratic Party now has to woo
the southern white Christian vote, as the party
honchos are now mumbling.

Kerry wrapped himself in religion as much as
Bush did—or at least he tried to. But Bush really is
more conservative than Kerry on values as he
defined them, and Kerry never challenged his def-
inition of values. The effort to win over Bush’s
hard core supporters couldn’t succeed, and the
effort to win over undecided but family-oriented
voters didn’t succeed.

What now? Take the bull by the horns and defend
sensible positions. Defend gay marriage and make
fun of those who worry it will undermine the fam-
ily. Defend abortion and make clear the value of a
woman’s right to choose as overriding mystical
positions on when life begins. Defend birth control
as planned parenthood and plain common sense. If
life is sacred, respect real existing lives—Iragis, sol-
diers, civilians, prisoners. Defend the separation of
church and state as protecting both. Criticize the
bishops if they get into politics. Talk about social
programs, helping the poor, reducing inequality
and fair tax burdens as what real moral values are
about. Talk about supporting international stan-
dards and courts of justice as the right thing to do,
patriotism but not chauvinism, pride but not arro-
gance. Make it clear God should bless everyone,
not just America.

And attack the Right’s moral values: The US pays
the least foreign aid of any industrialized country,
boasts of kill totals in Iraq, cuts welfare benefits,
scrimps on HIV/AIDS funding, leaves the homeless
in the cold and denies due process to prisoners.
‘What kind of morality is that?

Maybe the moral values tack will work and
maybe it won’t. But it should be done anyway
because it’s right.

The Bush admindstration’s anti-social orientation
on land use, public lands and the environment has
been obvious, But there was an insidious deroga-
tion of planning by both candidates in the election
campaign. Planning to win the Iraqi war was an
accepted goal, This is the exact opposite of what
cthical planning is about. By constantly criticizing
Bush for “not having a plan to win the war” Kerry

only gave planning a bad name. When we espouse
planning, it isn’t just planning for any purpose, but
planning for a particular set of values and goals,
and social justice should be a key ingredient.
Signing up to repair the damage of war by planning
to “rebuild” Iraq for the United States occupation
force is not consistent with planning ideals, which
include democratic decision-making and popular
participation. If there were a democratically elect-
ed and independent Iraqi government, planners
might have a legitimate role to play.

For urban planners in the US, I see three possible
ways to go.

* Move fo the Center.Talk about preserving the
family, endorse faith-based programs and espouse
homeownership for all.

» Ignore the Election. The election didn’t change
things that much. In the long run it doesn’t make
much difference, time is on our side, there are
bright spots, so let’s keep doing what we’ve been
doing. Use the programs we have and advocate for
better ones without alienating anybody.

* Go Back to Basics. Push the underlying issues up
front, be willing to be radical when the issue really
calls for radical ideas and approaches. This is the
approach I think PNers should take.

Back to Basics

We need to focus on basic issues such as polar-
ization, exclusion, inequality, exploitation, global
warming, the fortification of communities in the
name of anti-terrorism, market worship, commod-
ification of social goods and privatization. There
are so many outrageous small policies being per-
petrated that it’s easy to lose sight of the big pic-
ture, the systemic sources of most of them.
Planners can expose the system even when they
can’t change it. The idea that planners must seek
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to achieve consensus and satisfy all stakeholders
should be given up once and for all; conflict is
part of planners’ lives, and of the society in which
they work.

We need to go on the offensive with our basic
ideas and proposals. We have the moral values and
those values demand social action. We know
enough to push some basic ideas: public housing;
welfare improvement; mass transit; progressive
taxes; rent regulation; anti-speculation measures;
land banking; affirmative action; civil rights for all,
including immigrants; minimum wages at living
levels; public works; ending the economy’s over-
reliance on finance, insurance, and real estate
(FIRE) industries and global activities; supporting
whistle-blowing; and more.

We need to take seriously the connection between
planning and power. Realize that it isn’t simply hav-
ing better ideas or better studies or better data that
will achieve progress, but political power And power
that can be exercised in a number of ways, not just
formal channels, hearings and arguments, but organi-
zation at the neighborhood level, real involvement of
those affected and political sophistication at the bal-
lot box; also constant pressure and, if needed, out-of-
the-ordinary actions up to and including peaceful dis-
ruption. Professional planners are not themselves
organizers, but they can be of substantial help to
organizers and organizations, remembering always
that they are helpers, not deciders.

Peter Marcuse, EA.LCE teaches urban planning
at Columbia University in New York City. He is
past president of the Los Angeles City Planning
Commission, former chair of Community Board
9's Housing Committee in Manhatian, and long
active in Planners Network. He bas written wide-
ly on bousing, planning, professional etbics, glob-
alization and policy issues.
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Piven [Cont. from page 1]

Still, many of us expected the Democrats to win, or
at least we expected Kerry to win. We thought we
could overcome Republican advantages by bring-
ing new voters to the polls.The conventional wis-
dom has it that non-voters are preponderantly low-
income, minority and young, all groups that favor
Democrats. But while that is broadly true, the pool
of non-voters is vast, and get-out-the-vote drives
inevitably target only specific groups in the pool.
So the Republicans could launch a voter drive too,
and that they did, targeting suburban and rural
areas and drawing on networks of fundamentalist
churches to widen their reach. State constitutional
amendment ballot measures against gay marriage
also helped draw right-leaning voters to the polls.
The turnout effort on both sides was remarkable,
and in the end, it was probably a draw.

The underside of the voter turnout campaign was
the Republican effort to bar likely-Democrats
from actually voting by obstructing the registra-
tion of new voters, placing challengers at the
polls, issuing false warnings of the risks of voting
or simply making sure the lines at polling places
in Democratic districts were insufferably long.
And then there were the efforts by state and local
Republicans to distort the vote count. Reports
abound of voter registration forms discarded, pro-
visional ballots not counted and suspicious tallies
by electronic voting machines with secret codes
and no capacity for a recount. We may never
know what actually happened in the belly of
these machines.

So what have we learned, and what to do now?
The usual lessons are that we should try harder
next time—or vote harder, as one wag said recent-
ly. And we should promote an agenda of demo-
cratic reforms that make vote suppression and
outright stealing less likely. I am for those things,
but we are unlikely to win them unless we first
win some elections.

In any case, I think there is another lesson in the
failure of our efforts in campaign 2004.The demo-
cratic and egalitarian victories in American history
were not won with voter guides and get-out-the-

vote campaigns. Nor were they won by
Democratic Party initiatives, When we restrict our-
selves to these conventional forms of electoral pol-
itics, we cannot match the Right's money, propa-
ganda, voter guides and get-out-the-vote drives.

Electoral politics by itself doesn't work for the Left.
Or rather it only works in the context of great

upsurges of popular protest. This is the Jesson of

the mobs of the American Revolution, of the aboli-

tionist movement that preceded the Civil War, of

the labor movement of the 1930s and of the civil
rights and poverty rights movements of the 1960s.
The drama and disruption created by these move-
ments gave them communicative power to match
the propaganda of party operatives. The issues the
movements raised also drew people to the polls in
numbers far greater than voter drives can do. And
because the movements were disruptive—imped-
ing the functioning of major institutions—politi-
cians were forced to respond.

So yes, we should work on our agenda of democrat-
ic reforms, including a national right to vote and a
national voter registration system, implementing the
National Voter Registration Act and making Election
Day a holiday and election officials non-partisan. But
we have to do more. Everything we know about the
Bush regime indicates that they will be reckless and
aggressive, in Iraq and perhaps Iran, as well as at
home—with their tax and spending policies that
threaten dire economic instability and with their
social policy initiatives that are both cruel and short-
sighted. The time when mass protest is possible will
come. We should be ready and receptive, obdurate
and bold. The hip-hop voter registration campaign
had a slogan, “Vote or Die”They were on the right
track, but maybe now the slogan should be broad-
ened to be “Struggle or Die”

Frances Fox Piven is on the faculty of the
Graduate Center of the City University of New
York and autbor of Regulating the Poor: The
Functions of Public Welfare (Random House Inc.,
1971), Poor People’s Movements (FPantheon,
1977), Why Americans Still Don't Vote and Why
Politicians Like It That Way (Beacon Press, 2000)
and, most recently, The War at Home: The Domestic
Costs of Bush's Militarism (The New Press, 2004).

Act Locally:
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Strategies for Cities and Activists under Siege

With the national electoral victories of the
Republicans in 2004, hopes for a progressive fed-
eral urban policy in the United States have suf-
fered a tremendous setback. Our attention must
shift back to state and local struggles—our arena
of action for most of the last twenty-four years.
We would suggest seven theses to guide such
action going forward, touching on urban policy
but also on broader progressive issues.

Economic Populism Can Win Majority Support.
As Peter Dreier pointed out in the last issue of
Progressive Planning and others have pointed out
elsewhere, large majorities support higher mini-
mum wages, and majorities in Florida and Nevada
voted big boosts in the state minimum wage at the
same time they voted for Bush in November. It’s
time to start taking the living wage movement to
the state level and challenge state legislators to
either pass a higher wage floor, or show whose
side they’re really on.In Blue states, the agenda can
be more ambitious. Labor lawyer Tom Geoghegan,
in The Nation (November 29, 2004) suggests fight-
ing for a series of state laws defending workers
(including guaranteed benefits and protections
from firing) that will make everybody wish she
lived in a Blue state.

Do the Hard Work on “Values.” We should not
overreact. Only 22 percent of voters chose
“moral values” as the most important issue in the
presidential election, whereas 34 percent chose
terrorism and Iraq combined, and 25 percent
chose the economy/jobs and taxes combined.
But neither should we simply trumpet economic
issues and hope that voters forget about contro-
versies like gay marriage and abortion. For these
issues, “civil rights” is probably a more apt name
than “moral values” We would not call whites
who defended segregation in the 1950s and
1960s “values” voters, though many claimed that
was the basis for their intransigence. There is no
substitute for community-level and one-on-one
work. Attitudes toward homosexuality have soft-
ened precisely because so many relatives, friends
and neighbors (as well as celebrities) came out
of the closet. We have to do the outreach to con-
vince many more people that normal, good peo-
ple include those who are gay and lesbian and
those who have abortions.

By Marie Kennedy and Chris Tilly

H

Expand Public Interaction, Build Public
Institutions. The kind of interaction needed to
win majorities for civil rights is also needed to
expand constituencies for other progressive
stances. Retreat into private spaces segregated
by class, race, immigrant status and political
ideology is poison for progressive politics. We
need to defend and expand public libraries,
parks and PTAs, and strive to bring new discus-
sions to these and other public arenas. Equally
importantly, we need to borrow a page from the
1960s and build new community-based institu-
tions, such as community design centers, to
mobilize constituencies who have little or no
voice in existing government channels.

of economic populism
needed to preserve
stitutions.

Defend Public Goods and Services. Here a dose
of economic populism is sorely needed to pre-
serve public institutions. Market orthodoxy, play-
ing on deep-seated distrust of government, is
driving the privatization of public utilities,
notably water; public services, including educa-
tion; and public welfare programs, including the
largest one of all, Social Security. We must expose
the implications of these schemes: more profits
for private corporations, reduced service and
quality, less access for low-income clients and, in
many cases, worse and fewer jobs.This may well
be the largest threat to the standard of living of
the majority in the next few years. Many public
goods and services are recognized international-
ly as human rights. The challenge is to convince
the people of the US to see them this way. It is a
lot harder to undo the damage of privatization
than to prevent it in the first place.

Educate, Educate, Educate. The fact that over 70
percent of Bush voters believed that Saddam
Hussein was involved in 9/11 drives home how
misinformation and disinformation fuels conserva-
tive ideology in this country. This makes it all the
more important to defend critical thinking =
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against the growing emphasis on “standards” and
vocational training in public K-12 and higher
education. We also have to build educational
components into as many public arenas and
activities as possible.

Win Local Elections, Turn Out Voters. In Boston’s
elections of 2003 and 2004, communities of color
turned out at higher rates than white communi-
ties for the first time ever, electing a progressive
Latino citywide councilor (Felix Arroyo) and a
progressive Cape Verdean sheriff (Andrea
Cabral). The reason, as far as we can tell, is that
nonpartisan 527 voter mobilization funds teamed
up with dozens of long-standing grassroots com-
munity organizations to excite voters. In the
national 2004 election, the religious Right played
this game more successfully than the Left, but
that doesn’t mean it's the wrong game to play. If

progressives can use the kind of ongoing work
we have described to expand their constituency,
future elections will reflect that fact.

Align Personal Practice with Broader Goals. As
planners, we must find ways to incorporate prin-
ciples of diversity, egalitarian public interaction,
environmental sustainability, etc. into our poli-
cies, programs and projects.As citizens, we must
find ways in our busy lives to walk the walk, not
just talk the talk.

Chris Tilly is professor of regional economic
and social development at the University of
Massachusetts Lowell. Marie Kennedy is profes-
sor of community planning (retived) at the
University of Massachusetts Boston and a
member of the advisory commitiee of
Planners Network,
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U.S. Utban Policy After the 2004 Elections:
The View From Abroad

Canada Scapegoats US Voters

“Morons Elect One of Their Own” was one of the
more provocative headlines offered in the wake
of the recent US election by commentators here
in the Great White North. The phrase is in refer-
ence to the much criticized slip-of-the-tongue by
Francoise Ducros, ex-Prime Minister Jean
Chrétien’s communications advisor, who called
Bush a “moron” in 2002.

The reaction to Bush’s victory “on the street” was
a mixture of horror and sickness not unlike
Marlon Brando’s performance in Apocalypse
Now. Polls showed that Kerry was preferred in
Canada by almost 85 percent of the adult popu-
lation. Even among the 35 percent of Canadians
who see themselves as “right wing,” including our
religious right (which is proportionately smaller
than its US counterpart), opinions of Bush are
divided (the above “morons” headline came from
a self-styled right-wing blogger). As in the rest of
the world, it is the war in Iraq that has most
Canadians concerned, followed by the proposed
continental ballistic missile defense system and
Bush’s unilateralism. While such issues are impor-
tant, they are not the most worrisome aspects of
Bush’s victory for Canada.

Bush’s re-election clearly took many Canadians by
surprise. A glance at the polarized electoral geogra-
phy of the vote suggests why. The places where
Canadians are most likely to become acquainted
with US opinion and culture—the northern border
regions and the largest cities—went to Kerry,
whereas Bush took rural areas and outer suburbs,
areas more distant from most Canadians.

It’s interesting that US residents living in areas
most vulnerable to a terrorist attack—the largest
and densest cities—opted for Kerry’s more inter-
nationalist foreign policy stance, while those far
from the potential action voted for Bush’s aggres-
sive gunslinger approach. Who, after all, is going
to blow up Cactus Guich, Nevada? Might US set-
tlement patterns, marked in part by low-density
sprawl, political and social exclusion and an ideal-

By R. Alan Walks

ization of rural lifestyles, be responsible for pro-
ducing an election result that effectively offers up
central cities as sacrificial cows for some “clash of
civilizations” in the distant future? To the extent
that foreign policy played a role in US voter pref-
erences, the results do not contradict such a
hypothesis. Many urban Canadians were silently
thankful they lived north of the border on
November 3rd but worried—with images of the
Madrid subway bombing still fresh in their mem-
ory—for their counterparts in urban America.

Yet Bush’s victory spells trouble for Canada too.
First, there are stark differences in policies,
actions and values between the current
Republican administration and mainstream
Canada. Polls suggest that Canadians overwhelm-
ingly believe the war in Iraq, the militarization of
space and unilateralism to be wrong. Meanwhile,
the majority in Canada supports same-sex mari-
riage, the de-criminalization of small amounts of
marijuana and the right to an abortion. Canadians
are worried that Bush will push for Canada to go
along with his plans for a Star Wars missile
defense system and that he will continue to
thumb his nose at the multilateral institutions that
allow Canada some say in international affairs.

Bush’s victory is also worrisome for the direction
of Canadian social and economic policy. Already,
Bush’s sweeping income tax cuts are putting pres-
sure on Canadian governments to compete by
lowering their own tax rates. This can only hap-
pen if public expenditures are reduced, fuelling
the privatization of public services such as health
care, neoliberal urban development policies and
cutbacks in welfare and education. And in such a
tightly integrated continental economy, any right-
ward shift on behalf of the US lends urgency and
legitimacy to those on the right in Canada, who
argue for the shedding of progressive social poli-
cies and legislation.

The biggest problem facing Canada as a result of
the recent US election, however, lies in =
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Canadians’ smug reaction to it. Bush provides a
foil for Canadian grievances, letting Canadians
off the hook from having to deal seriously with
their own government’s complicity in the unjust
US-led wars in Iraq and Afghanistan, structural
inequalities within the global economic system
and growing problems of social polarization and
crumbling social infrastructure at home.As long
as the Bush administration is worse than our
own, as long as US cities are in poorer shape,
Canadians too easily allow themselves to slack-
en in their efforts at improving their own cities,
workplaces and schools.

Even worse is the cynical and self-interested revi-
sionism that has appeared in some of the
Canadian media post-election. The silver lining in
the Bush victory, the story goes, is that at least he
is less protectionist and thus more likely to get
Canadian beef back on American shelves (despite
the Canadian government’s refusal to guarantee
its safety through mandatory BSE testing like
Japan does).And it’s thought that Bush is less like-
ly to close the Michigan border to Toronto’s

garbage, as Kerry had proposed (but why should
Toronto be allowed to send 120 trucks of garbage
every day to a private dump in Michigan?). Bush’s
re-election thus provides an excuse for Canadian
short-term economic interests to trump the
health of American workers and North America’s
environmental integrity.

The challenge for Canadians is to see beyond
their distrust of Bush’s swaggering moralism
or their own short-term economic interests
to the geo-political realities that shape the
contours of US-Canada relations and uneven
development wunder global capitalism.
Instead of scapegoating and stereotyping US
voters for impious choices, Canadians need
to reach out to those in the US and else-
where actively working to educate, halt the
war and make progressive change in the
name of social justice.

R Alan Walks (awalks@utm.utoronto.ca) is an
assistant professor of urban geography and
Pplanning at the University of Toronto.
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* Mas Pasmn
~ Por Jord1 Borja (Barcelona, Espana)

~En Espana la democrac;a no sansﬁzo todas las ﬂusmnes acu muiadas Llego el desencan—~

_ viviamos mejor” Luego vino el franqmsmo blando y repugnante de Aznar 1soportable,
. Hace unos meses tu vimos elecc1ones el candldato opositor, Zapatero no entus1amaba:‘_:

‘ pas1ona1 contm esta summon y ia mentna cobarde postemor

Bush aparentemente tamblen se ha beneﬁcxado de una reacc1on emocmnal de s1gno .
 contrario. El miedo y la ignorancia provocados ambos por la mamp1ﬂac1on guberna
 mental y los monopohos televisivos. Frente a ello la rac1onahdad moderada, los matices
. confusmnanos la fng1dez dlstante del candldato oposﬁor han fracasado la 1zqu1erda
debe recuperar radlcahdad emocxcnal mas. nnportante que la 1deolog1ca 1a pohtlca o
sola moviliza nuevos votantes si tmnsnnte pasxon pues el corazon tlene razones que la
~ razon no s1en1pre sabe expresan f o . - . o -

;MorePassmn .. -
By Jord1 Bor]a (Barcelona, Spam), Translated by Tom Angott1

The armval of democracy in Spam d1dn t reahze all our accumulated dreams ,
;stenchantment set in, and Vazquez Montalban a popular writer, Wrote Wlth 1rony that .
“against | Franco we were better off ”Then came the soft and repu: gnant Franc01sm of

[the conservatlve Prnne Mzmster] Azna -That was unbeara ble'Mo m:hs ago we had elec—~
t1ons and Zapatero the opposmon cand1date excxted almost no one But the democrat-'

~ movement caused by two consecutwe phenomena that preceded the elecuon the ter— -
rorist attack on March 11 in Madrid and the government’s gross he abom‘r e source
of the attack, behmd Wthh was unconditional support of the aggressive pohcxes of .

- Bush There was a pa551onate reactlon agamst thlS support and the cowardiy he .

‘ Apparently Bush also beneﬁted from an emotlonal reacuon in the oppos1te
_ direction. Fear and 1gno1ance were piovoked both by government mampul .
_ tion and the TV monopohes Asa result, modexauon and reason, with shades of_i}

_confusion, and the frigid distance of the opposmon cand1date faﬂed The Left

_mobilizes new voters if it generates passion. smce the heart has reason‘ that
; reason doesn t aiways know how to express ~ . .

. ]ordz Boma is autloor of La Cmdad Conqmstada (Alzcmza Edztorzal 2003 ) and Local

to y un escritor popular, Vazquez Montalban, escribi6 con ironia “contra Franco

a casi nache Pero los sectores mas democratxcos mas progres1stas deseaban ante todo

“que no ganara Aznar”Y hubo un movnmento emocional causado por dos fenomenosf :
consecutivos: el atentado del 11 de marzo en Madrid yla grosera mentira que pre-
cedieron a las eiecc1ones Mermra del gob1erno sobre la autoria del atentado causado
por la sumision mcond1c10nal a la pohtlca belicista de Bush Camblo por la 1eacc10n

needs to recover its emotlonal radlcahsm more than 1deology POhthS only

& Global, wzth Manuel Castells CEartbscan ] 996)
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Bush y América Latina

No se puede visualizar el impacto de la prolon-
gacion por cuatro afios del mandato presidencial
en EEUU sin antes reconocer los importantes cam-
bios que se han estado verificando en la realidad de
nuestro continente, en los altimos afios, y que no
parece que se vayan a detener. Desde hace no mas
de un quinquenio, han surgido, luego de elecciones
democraticas y no cuestionadas en cuanto a su
legitimidad, nuevos gobiernos en Venezuela, Brasil,
Argentina y Uruguay, criticos del orden econdémico-
social impuesto por el consenso de Washington y
comprometidos a abandonar la estrategia del mod-
elo de acumulacion capitalista neoliberal predomi-
nante. Esta reversion del sentir politico de tales
sociedades ha sido acompafada por manifesta-
ciones concretas de proyectos similares, con gran
apoyo popular, en otros paises, tales como Bolivia,
Ecuador, El Salvador y Nicaragua. Queda como
incognita si en la pendiente renovacién presiden-
cial de México, la corriente en conflicto con el
modelo de derecha conservadora también logra
imponer una nueva opciéon en el poder politico.
Las encuestas actuales asi parecen predecirlo.

Excepto Colombia, el resto de los paises mas
importantes de América Latina ya han manifestado
su total oposicion al restablecimiento de la presen-
cia de las fuerzas militares como organismos de
control policial interno, doctrina nefasta que
impusieron las dictaduras de los 70 y 80. Tampoco
consideran al terrorismo como el principal flagelo
a enfrentar y colocan al hambre, la miseria, la
pobreza y el desempleo como los principales prob-
lemas a combatir. Por dltimo rechazan en forma
ampliamente mayoritaria el bloqueo a Cuba y su
condena en la ONU por la cuestion de los
Derechos Humanos en la isla.

Ademais, en conjunto con Chile, que esta goberna-
da por una coalicion de socialistas y democris-
tianos, se esta gestando la constitucién de la “Unién
Sudamericana,” que seria el primer intento formal
de una organizacién de paises del sur del conti-
nente dispuesto a proponer un nuevo programa de
desarrollo politico, social y econdémico para la
Region, con alianzas estrategicas para el manejo
conjunto del petréleo y el gas, la presencia unifica-
da en las discusiones sobre politica mundial, el
combate coordinado al hambre y la miseria y el atin
irresuelto y muy grave problema de la deuda exter-
na, totalmente impagable.

Por Alejandro Rofman
Buenos Aires, Argentina

Estas posturas se encuentran con la propuesta actu-
al y seguramente futura del gobierno esta-
dounidense, con marcadas divergencias en cinco
temas fundamentales, a saber:

1. El Rol de las Fuerzas Armadas

La historia contemporinea de las relaciones de
EEUU vy los paises latinoamericanos esta marcada
por la vigencia de la Doctrina de la Seguridad
Nacional, que en las décadas de los 60,70 y 80, di6
pie al abierto y confesado apoyo a la instauracion
de las sangrientas dictaduras militares en muchos
paises al sur del rio Bravo. Desde el fin de 1a Guerra
Fria esa doctrina fue parcialmente abandonada,y se
levanté por parte de EEUU el compromiso de afi-
anzar a la democracia como unica forma de gob-
ierno. Pero luego del ataque del 11 de setiembre, se
la quiere reinstaurar bajo otra fachada. Ahora es la
coordinacién interamericana para derrotar al
Terrorismo. Los principales paises del continente
latinoamericano - con la excepcidén de Colombia-
han rechazado enérgicamente que las Fuerzas
Armadas de cada pais, con la coordinacién de su
similar de EEUU reanuden operativos de contrain-
surgencia, vigilancia, inteligencia y represion abier-
ta al interior de cada pais. Ello ha supuesto fuertes
controversias como la desarrollada recientemente
en la conferencia de Ministros de Defensa (noviem-
bre de 2004) realizada en Santiago de Chile. Alli,
frente al Secretario Rumsfeld, el ministro de
Defensa de Brasil, interpretando el sentir general de
sus colegas, expreso su total disidencia de asignar
el rol de gendarmes internos a las FFAA de cada
pais. El objetivo del gobierno de Bush, en este sen-
tido, es muy peligroso porque crearia nuevamente
un espacio para la represion indiscriminada de
cualquier manifestacion ideologica o activa de la
poblacién contra la injusticia social al identificarla
como hecho terrorista.

2. El Area Libre Comercio de las Américas

La propuesta de creacion del Area de Libre
Comercio de las Américas (ALCA) entre todos los
paises de América fue hecha a principios de la
década de los 90 por el ex-presidente George Bush
(padre). Numerosos paises latinoamericanos, espe-
cialmente los cuatro enrolados en el MERCOSUR,
han expresado en forma reiterada su oposicion a
cualquier Area de Libre Comercio que suponga el

acceso irrestricto de productos manufacturados
estadounidenses a los paises del Sur. Tales paises
han desarrollado estrategias de industrializacion
avanzadas y sufririan, con la irrupcion no protegida
de la competencia de las empresas de EEUU, la
desaparicion irremediable de las industrias exis-
tentes, con la consecuente pérdida de millones de
puestos de trabajo.Ademas, se ha venido criticando
por parte de esos mismos paises, las exigencias
sobre patentes, garantias para propiedades extran-
jeras, normas sobre facilidades especiales para los
capitales norteamericanos radicados en los paises
del Sur, ingreso irrestricto de capitales en el sector
financiero, etc. contenidos en el proyecto del
ALCA, que destruirfan 1a base productiva nacional
de cada pais e impondrian severas limitaciones
para la determinacion de una politica econémica-
social auténoma por los distintos paises de América
Latina. Debido a estos rechazos, que han posibilita-
do que la fecha originaria de puesta en marcha del
ALCA, fijada para el 1 de enero de 2005, se haya
descartado, se han reanudado los ataques verbales
de los voceros del gobierno del presidente Bush,
luego de su reeleccion.

3. La Intervencion en los Asuntos Internos de
Otros Paises

Esta es una cuestion fundamental para el grueso de
los paises latinoamericanos, en especial aquellos
gobernados por nuevas alianzas politicas y
sociales, celosas defensoras de la soberania
nacional en la toma de decisiones estratégicas para
el desarrollo integral de cada pais. El caso de
Venezuela, donde el embajador de EEUU emitié
opiniones de apoyo al Golpe, a poco de ser derro-
cado por un sector del Ejército el presidente Hugo
Chavez, elegido democraticamente por la mayoria
de 1a poblacién, segtn las normas constitucionales
venezolanas, es paradigmatico.

Los hechos de intervencionismo mas destacados
en los asuntos internos de otros paises se acentu-
aron significativamente por parte de EEUU cuando
gobernd Bush. Su permanencia en el poder por
cuatro afos mas no es un buen presagio para
defender la libre determinacion de los pueblos lati-
noamericanos. Los ejemplos de Cuba, Haiti y
Venezuela no preanuncian un nuevo periodo pres-
idencial respetuoso de tales derechos.

4. Proteccion a la Produccion Interna de los EEUU

Estados Unidos gasta anualmente 30,000 millones
de dolares para subsidiar, tanto la produccién inter-
na como las exportaciones de bienes agricolas que
son también producidos por muchos paises lati-
noamericanos. Estos subsidios y otras medidas
arancelarias traban el ingreso de productos agrico-
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las o agroindustriales al mercado estadounidense y
constituyen mecanismos de competencia desleal
en el mercado mundial. Estas decisiones estratégi-
cas para proteger a los productores agricolas
norteamericanos persisten y se incrementan en el
tiempo, suponiendo un grave perjuicio para los
agricultores y los trabajadores rurales latinoameri-
canos. La promesa de liberalizacion de las trabas
comerciales no se han concretado.y no existen, en
el horizonte, perspectivas alentadoras al respecto.
El protocolo de Kyoto, no aceptado por EEUU, es
otro de los conflictos de intereses con los paises
del Sur pues éstos lo apoyan fervientemente.

5. La Estrategia de la Guerra Preventiva

En todas las decisivas votaciones realizadas en las
Naciones Unidas durante los debates en torno a
la guerra en Irak, antes de haber sido encarada en
forma aislada por la coalicién norteamérico-
britdnica los mas importantes paises de América
Latina claramente mostraron su desacuerdo con
la iniciativa de esas dos naciones aliadas. En sus
declaraciones formuladas en el seno de las
Naciones Unidas los paises mas representativos
del continente votaron en contra de la Guerra
Preventiva, de la adopcidon de decisiones bélicas
sin autorizacion expresa del organismo mundial
de preservacion de la Paz, y ratificaron su respal-
do a los dictimenes de los inspectores de las
Naciones Unidas de la inexistencia de armas
nucleares y quimicas en Irak. Brasil, México y
Argentina, como naciones lideres del continente,
claramente se manifestaron en contra de la
Guerra, en favor de los Derechos Humanos que
pudieran violentarse con una accién bélica masi-
va y por la bisqueda de caminos concertados
para la paz mundial. Esta posicién, que no ha
encontrado eco en el gobierno estadounidense y
que no hay duda que persistird a futuro, al poner
en peligro normas de coexistencia a nivel inter-
nacional, es rechazada en las sociedades
nacionales localizadas al sur del rio Bravo. La
defensa de la no intervencién en los asuntos
internos de otros paises se convierte, asi, en un
arma defensiva esencial para América Latina en
su conjunto, pues tal ingerencia se podria repetir
en caso de que las politicas llevadas adelante por
alglin pais latinoamericano perjudicase los intere-
ses econdmicos y estratégicos de las empresas
norteamericanas o de su gobierno.

Estos cinco aspectos son, a nuestro criterio, las
principales razones que tornan desfavorable para
los intereses de los pueblos de América Latina la
continuidad de las politicas desplegadas por la
administracion Bush en su periodo anterior. La
consolidacion de un bloque de paises sudameri-
canos, con la participaciéon eventual de =
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México, es, entonces, fundamental para defender
los principios generales que siempre animaron a
sus pueblos y para avanzar hacia un continente
con justicia social, plena soberania y voluntad de
transformacion de las estructuras econdmico-
sociales existentes, que generan desempleo masi-
vo, hambre elevado y pobreza generalizada (casi
el 50% de su poblacidn se encuentra, hoy en dia,
en esa situacién altamente critica).

Alejandro Rofiman es Profesor honorario titular
del Departamento de Economia, Universidad de
Buenos Aives y Universidad Nacional de Rosario,
y Investigador Principal del Consejo Nacional de
Investigaciones Cientificas y Técnicas en el
Centro de Estudios Urbanos y Regionales/ CON-
ICET, Buenos Aires (Argentina)

Englisb Summary by Tom Angotti

To understand the impact of the re-election of
George W. Bush on Latin America it is first important
to understand the recent changes that have occurred
there. In Brazil, Argentina, Venezuela and Uruguay
new governments were elected that are critical of
the dominant economic and social order imposed by
the Washington consensus and the neo-liberal model
of capitalist accumulation. Similar forces have arisen
in Bolivia, Ecuador, El Salvador and Nicaragua, and
may soon come to govern in Mexico. These new proj-
ects oppose the use of the armed forces within their
countries, see hunger and poverty as more important
than terrorism, and oppose the embargo of Cuba.

There are five basic areas of discord between these
new political forces and the United States:

1. The Role of the Armed Forces. After 9/11, there
has been an attempt to reestablish the doctrine
that the armed forces need to play an aggressive
role to maintain domestic order, as it did in the long
history of dictatorships. Return to this doctrine has
been rejected by the major countries of Latin
America, with the exception of Colombia.

2. American Free Trade Area. Bush the Father pro-
posed a Free Trade agreement for all of the Americas,
but this has been resisted as long as it means that the
U.S. would have free access to Latin American mar-
kets so it could undercut local industries.

3. Intervention in the Affair of Other Nations. The
interventionist role of the Bush administration in
Haiti, Venezuela and Cuba suggests that during the
second term basic principles of sovereignty will
continue to be violated.

4. US. Protectionism. The U.S. subsidizes its inter-
nal production and refuses to lift protective trade
barriers that would allow products from Latin
America to enter its market,

5. The Strategy of Preventive War. The most impor-
tant nations of Latin America did not support the
strategy of preventive war or the war in Irag, and
support the doctrine of non-intervention in the
internal affairs of other nations.
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George Bush, American Pragmatism and

Community Planning

Bush won the election but many of us didn’t
expect it, especially after the lies about the Iraq
war and the lack of a political program based on
anything but “moral issues” and national security. It
always surprises me to see how bad ideas survive
in the human mind, how people easily forget or do
not want to recognize deceits and bad actions. We
also have that problem in Italy.

I am afraid that the election of Bush means that
Americans will be more convinced that they alone
can decide about war and peace, sexual and social
activities and environmental issues.And in the rest
of the world, unfortunately, anti-American feelings
are developing as people resent the nation that is
absorbed with itself. It’s important to understand
the social base of those who voted for Bush, how
Bush’s winning ideas emerged and how to work
towards a new ideal of democratic society—an
evolving society based on the dialectic and
acknowledgement of others as equals, both locally
and globally.

Behind the search for wealth and the myth of the
self-made man in America there is a mix of prag-
matism and idealism, enriched by a rigid division of
the world into good and bad. The idealism is
steeped in self-righteousness and a sense of moral
superiority. Domestically it leads to charity instead
of social welfare and externally it leads to wars and
embargoes. The pragmatism results in problems
looked at simplistically, and often in a self-referen-
tial way, as if they were all military objectives. As
advocates of the good against evil, and in the name
of a moral supremacy that leads them to export
their model, Americans awarded the leader who
better represented this vocation.

Bush conveyed a sense of community laden with
the religiosity of a warrior. It is a sense of commu-
nity that guarantees individual freedoms by defend-
ing them from public actions. If “the public”is for
us a problem, for Americans from Thomas Jefferson
to George W. Bush it is almost absent and is instead
the enemy of the individual. I believe that a chal-
lenge for you Americans is to rethink your sense of
community, and consequently of democracy. Many
political issues are related to this idea of communi-

By Caterina Timpanaro
Catania, Italy

ty that is based on the defense of the individual, a
concept that shapes the way you think and act. It
seems like there is always an enemy to fight,
whether it’s Muslim terrorists, homosexual wed-
dings, abortion, the government or even your
wealthier neighbors.

Community-Based Planning and Pragmatism

Many of us admire and are interested in your tradi-
tion of community planning. We believe in your
struggles from the 1960s, and share the notion that
achieving a democratic society starts by reducing
the gap between rich and poor and empowering
neglected communities. We know about the battles
against an unequal system that respects only privi-
leged interests and the efforts to find more effec-
tive bottom-up planning methods and sensitize
more planners. But I am concerned that the same
sense of community that prevails at the national
level is also being repeated at the local level in the
form of “community-based planning.” Behind the
communitarian policies are a sense that everyone
must defend her own turf from the enemy.

At the root of the problem is the pragmatic tradi-
tion that always has the individual, local experi-
ence as its point of departure and leads to imme-
diate action rather than thought. It is important to
search for a new community paradigm. In the US,
the conferences I participated in and the books I
read were often tales about planning experiences
related to the fight against gentrification and dis-
placement. But they were not framed as a result of
deep theoretical examination or in the context of
a political and ideological worldview. Americans
are more practitioners, so you have an advantage
over us Europeans, who are more theoretical. But
maybe now it is easier for people to see how
political ideology can lead to tragedy, and how a
lack of theoretical understanding is politically
irresponsible. American democracy needs to be
re-thought in a way that opens up a new sense of
community and the public.

In the US, and in the rest of the world as well, we
should look toward the concept of public—as
something to be constructed in the process of
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educating ourselves for a broader social responsi-
bility—developed by John Dewey. The public
should be seen as guarantor of an inclusive concept
of community that recognizes others. Community
can be an interactive and collective process that
continuously reconstitutes itself through participa-
tion in the development of cities, combining indi-
vidual and collective action in a democratic
process. A new paradigm is needed that shapes
informed and responsible citizens who have a sense
of belonging to the same world and human race.
Community-based planning can bring civil society
closer to political institutions, persuade people to
put their confidence in public administration and
assure the public that they will be listened to.
Planners should improve the local socializing and
democratic processes by helping people to develop
a sense of responsibility to the global.

For example, the planning process to rebuild the
World Trade Center was a lost opportunity for dem-
ocratic learning. New York City undertook a partici-
patory process that failed to reinforce local democ-
racy, and its plan follows a short-term, unsustainable
model of the global city. If the attack against the
Twin Towers was an attack against humanity, then
the rebuilding project should have been opened to
the whole world. This would have sent a signal to

the rest of the world that the attack was a dangerous
event that required a search for a new and different
world. Instead, the signal was that the US had to
react on its own and show that it could stand tall.
This could have been an example of global democ-
racy, giving voice to other parts of the world, includ-
ing those who look upon New York as a symbol of
imperialism. It could have helped convince people
that political globalization can balance economic
globalization and help develop global solidarity,
cooperation and mutual respect for diversity.

Progressives in the US can learn to redefine the
sense of active militancy and democracy sustained
by political ideology, educating people with a
vision of the public good against an irreverent pri-
vatized notion of rights. We, the rest of the world,
should perhaps force you to confront ideas and ini-
tiatives and to share decisions and responsibility,
and we should get to the heart of your actions and
your policies just as some of you do with the rest
of the world, not by embezzling ideas but by com-
paring and educating ourselves in a different way.

Caterina Timpanaro is an urban planner at the
LabPEAT (Laboratory for FEcological and
Environmental Planning and Design of the
Territory), University of Catania (Italy).
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Up, Down, Inside, Outside:

In this hostile political climate, progressive plan-
ners in the US can learn a lot over the next four
years by looking in (new) directions: up, down,
inside and outside. We can look up to Canada and
down to Latin America, and both inside and out-
side the structures of government. By looking at
the experiences of our geographic neighbors we
can learn different ways of working for progressive
social change. 1 use “new” with a caveat, since
although these directions are not necessarily stan-
dard practice, neither are they entirely distinct
from existing approaches.

Participatory Budgeting in Toronto

Originally developed in Brazil, participatory
budgeting is a democratic process for deciding
resource allocations. Participatory budgeting is
best known for its use with municipal govern-
ment budgets, but the process is increasingly
being applied in other institutions, such as
regional government bodies, schools and public
housing companies. One example of a new
application is the Toronto Community Housing
Corporation (TCHC), which has been allocating
$9 million (in Canadian dollars) of its capital
budget per year through a participatory budget-
ing process.

Starting in 2001, the 164,000 public housing ten-
ants of the TCHC have been deciding how the
Corporation’s discretionary funding is allocated
for building improvement projects. Through a
series of facilitated meetings over the course of
several months, tenants decide on local (build-
ing), regional (building cluster) and citywide
spending priorities. TCHC staffpersons provide
technical support and guidance as tenants identi-
fy, learn about and vote on the main community
housing issues and priorities.

Ultimately, elected tenant representatives and
staff integrate the different community spending
priorities into a single participatory budget, using
equity criteria that focus funding on buildings
with the greatest needs. The participatory budget
is then approved by the TCHC’s Board of
Directors and implemented over the course of
the following year. Tenant delegates disseminate

(New) Directions for Progressive Planning in the US

Progressive Planning ¢ No. 162 ¢ Winter 2005 « 17

By Josh Lerner

H

information about the approved budget and over-
see the implementation of approved projects
through a monitoring committee.

What are the results? The first participatory budg-
eting cycle provided funding for 237 new local
infrastructure projects such as playgrounds, build-
ing heating and accessibility ramps. Tenants and
staff also gained a greater appreciation of the needs
of different public housing communities in
Toronto, partly through bus tours to different build-
ings. Although most tenants started with a “me me
me”approach focused on their own problems, after
a few admittedly difficult meetings they often
began to appreciate the interests of other partici-
pants. Realizing that other tenants had graver
needs, many participants voluntarily gave up their
funds to support more disadvantaged communi-
ties. One participant explained this as a natural
result of such an intense deliberative process:
“Once everybody gave a little bit, we all came
together as a community”

Autonomous ‘Caracols’ in Chiapas, Mexico

Continuing a long tradition of indigenous resist-
ance, the Zapatista Army of National Liberation
(EZLN) in 2003 established a new system of
autonomous municipal and regional governance,
called caracols (snails).Assailed by the military and
neglected by the state government, the Zapatistas
have attempted to build their own governments
from the bottom up. The resulting caracols are
independent government bodies that function as
an alternative to the Mexican state and a space for
more participatory planning and governance.

Each caracol consists of roughly seven rural
municipalities radiating out from a central adminis-
trative and community core (the center of the
snail). Residents in each community elect their
own community council and two members of the
caracol’s 14-member Junta de Buen Gobierno
(Board of Good Government). The community
councils are responsible for maintaining lines of
communication with and between village residents
and the Board. The Board is responsible for
responding to community problems, safeguarding
against corruption, resolving legal disputes and =



communicating with international Zapatista sup-
porters.As the Zapatistas explain, however, neither
the community councils nor the caracol Board
make decisions independently. Rather, both oper-
ate according to the principle that “the people
command and the government obeys”

The Zapatista caracols function both alongside and
in opposition to Mexican state government. While
the state government is largely inaccessible in the
remote Chiapas villages, the caracols maintain
community offices in each municipality and in the
caracol center. The Mexican government has not
provided funding for these government services,
but Board members claim that they can maintain
the caracols through volunteer community labor
and foreign donations. The Zapatistas have also
established their own legal code, and caracol resi-
dents can now seek justice from either Zapatista or
Mexican laws.

What have the caracols accomplished? Village resi-
dents have used them to build free health clinics
and autonomous community schools. Through the
cardacols, many municipalities have established
cooperative agricultural and handicrafts programs.
According to the Zapatistas, these new systems are
more responsive to the needs and cultures of the
region’s predominately indigenous population, in
contrast to the neglect and inefficacy of the
Mexican state.

Looking Inside and  Outside  of
Government Planning

Unfortunately, neither widespread participatory
budgeting nor autonomous revolutionary govern-
ments appear to be looming on US horizons. So
what can we learn from the experiences of our
neighbors to the north and south? Amongst other
things, perhaps the experiences of our neighbors
can illustrate ways of opening up new spaces for
progressive planning both inside and ouitside of
existing power structures.

In Toronto, progressives have found a niche for par-
ticipatory budgeting despite a Jukewarm municipal
government. While lobbying the city, participatory
budgeting advocates have also sought out more

receptive and strategic institutions to democratize.
By promoting participatory budgeting in public
housing, schools and unions, advocates are work-
ing to establish a more organic base for participa-
tory planning in the demographic communities
that need participation the most. In the US, we
might also benefit from searching out and focusing
more on the niches of the existing government,
where change is most possible and our efforts
most productive,

In Chiapas, Zapatistas are learning to work around
the unresponsive Mexican government and build
their own alternative governance systems in
order to better meet the basic needs of indige-
nous communities. By working outside of the
state power structure, the Zapatista caracols have
been able to establish communal agricultural sys-
tems and design their own school curriculum
(which now includes humanism and systems of
production as core subjects). The Zapatistas claim
that they would have been unable to achieve
these changes by working through traditional
state channels of lobbying and advocacy, and the
past actions of the Mexican government seem to
support this claim.

All of this is not to suggest that we ignore the cur-
rent government and move to autonomous rural
collectives (although there are certainly worse
options), but rather that we seek out new ways to
delve deeper inside and farther outside the prob-
lematic government with which we are stuck.
Looking up, we can see progressive programs that
are already feasible in a society similar to the US,
Looking down, we can see how, when confronted
with extremely unjust regimes, people have creat-
ed their own spaces for participatory democratic
governance. So what are progressives in communi-
ty development and planning to do when faced
with the Bush regime? Let’s start by looking for
inspiration in new places.

Josh  Lerner (josh.lerner@utoronto.ca) is a
Planners Network Steering Committee member
currently traveling and researching in Latin
America. Information about the TCHC is extracted
Jrom bis masters thesis; information about
Zapatista caracols is based on field research.

Justice by Design:

The Planners Network Design Conference
June 2-5, 2005 in the Twin Cities, MN

See registration details on page 28 of this issue.
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U.S. Urban Policy After the 2004 Elections:
Back at the Ranch

Where Do We Go from Here?

Following the recent presidential election, many
concerned and free-thinking Americans began to
wonder, “Where do we go from here?” We soon
recovered and recognized that G.W. was inherit-
ing a mess which he himself created. As we won-
dered how he might get out of this, our initial
thoughts were, of course, in reference to the Iraq
war. Thinking Americans have long recognized
that a war abroad launches a war on us at home.
How many remember the dialogue referring to
the “peace dividend” at the end of the Cold War
and immediately prior to the Gulf war? With time
to recover, we recognized that the domestic scene
is just as abysmal.

Let’s examine the backdrop. In the area of afford-
able housing, G.W’s administration cut Section 8
vouchers to a disastrous low level. It has since
become apparent that HUD strategists (if there is
such a group) have put all of their eggs in home-
ownership programs; they forgot, however, about
the state of the economy and employment, which
places homeownership out of reach for the poor,
the working class and, in many cases, even the
middle class. For example, in recent years the
rapid rise in home prices throughout California
has forced many local governments to look for
new tools to make homeownership affordable.
Over the past twenty years, single-family homes
in California have been appreciating at an aver-
age rate of over 9 percent per year; between 1995
and 2002 they appreciated over 15 percent per
year. Over the same twenty years, the median
family income in California has risen only an
average of G percent per year. And the gap
between what the average family can afford and
what it costs to buy a home just keeps growing.
As reported by the California media during the
week of November 15, one out of every four
Californians was thinking of leaving the state for
more affordable areas.

We have learned that poverty is the granddaddy of
crime and revolution. Beyond housing, what is the
thinking regarding strengthening inner-city and

By Gus Newport

poor rural areas so that they might function with
dignity and with an entrepreneurial environment
that would assure vitality, growth and spirituality,
rather than the crime we know is bred by dys-
functional communities? What is the response
and approach of the Bush administration? It
appears that the policy of this administration is to
totally dismantle what remains of the New Deal.
With his so-called mandate, G.W. has given the
green light to more tax cuts and the privatization
of Social Security. This, despite, as economist Paul

e ollcyof this administration

to totally dismantle what

emamsof the New Deal.

Krugman describes it in a November 22 Reuters
interview, a “chorus of economic thinkers who
caution against such measures” Krugman com-
pares Bush policy to the determinants of the
Argentine debt crisis of the 1990s, which ended
in Argentina defaulting on an estimated $100 bil-
lion in debt. “One little-appreciated thing”
Krugman states, “is that Social Security privatiza-
tion was an important source of the expansion of
that debt. When asked if we look like Argentina,
Krugman replied, “A whole lot more than anyone
is quite willing to admit at this point. We've
become a banana republic” He also raised con-
cerns that Bush’s electoral victory over Kerry
“would only reinforce the administration’s unwill-
ingness to listen to dissenting opinions.”

American urban policy unfortunately will, doubt-
fess, continue to be neglected as the administra-
tion continues to prioritize rebuilding Iraq while
underfunding HUD. And it appears likely that
Bush will attempt once again to revive the “faith-
based initiative,” despite difficulties faced in
launching it four years ago. We all know it is =
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not realistic to think that churches, synagogues
and temples could ever carry the lion’s share of
human and social service needs. And again, the
last time that I looked, the Constitution still man-
dated separation of church and state.

Let’s face it: The New Deal safety nets have
steadily unraveled due to time, wear and tamper-
ing, leaving us once again at Depression’s door.
Today, in this new millennium, social conditions
within the US are again grave—as evidenced by
the sheer number of Americans who are unable
to access or maintain an acceptable standard of
living. The Bush administration is driven strictly
by US capitalist industry towards growth and
accumulation. There is no sense of using eco-
nomic theory and social policy as a tool for
achieving social health and stability. Krugman
may be right in asserting that the only “bright
spot” of Bush’s “dangerous” economic policies is
that they might finally prompt a “tidal wave” of
public protest.

Strategy Sessions for Proactive Alternatives

It may very well be that complete crisis is what it
takes to motivate this country to action. I would
like to think, however, that at least those of us
who are involved in the field of community-build-
ing and affordable housing development might be
able to put aside turf concerns and convene sev-
eral strategy sessions to begin to proactively
demonstrate a viable alternative. We need to come
together to develop a national strategy, based on
hard data, real dollar figures and regional analysis
to support the kinds of policies and approaches
that will truly assist those who have slipped
through yesterday’s safety nets.

I recall, at the height of the Newt Gingrich revo-
lution, being part of a working group formed by
Joe McNeely of the Development Training
Institute and Jim Gibson of the Urban Institute
to bring together leaders of successful commu-
nity-building projects to meet with a diverse
body of planners, community-builders, policy-
makers and foundation representatives. At one
meeting of the group, during a break, [ showed a
pilot of the Dudley Street Neighborhood
Initiative video documentary “Holding Ground.”
Following this showing we had an animated dis-
cussion, and at one point the question was
raised: “Gus, how is a Republican administration
going to embrace such a project?” My reply was,
“This project is stabilizing this community and
enhancing its economy and growth potential,
and frankly, I don’t care which administration
picks it up or gets credit as long as we accom-
plish something for people in communities.” I

stated that, as far as I could determine, neither
party had a game plan.

Following this meeting, a woman approached me
and introduced herself. She was a former invest-
ment banker from Atlanta, Georgia, at the time
serving on Gingrich’s policy committee. She
agreed that they needed new thoughts and ideas.
She asked to borrow my tape and wanted to
arrange for me to meet with the committee. Don’t
worry, I will never be a Republican, but clearly a
successful effort speaks across party lines. The
American people can’t wait for a new administra-
tion, and of course the opposition party’s policies
do not always hit the mark.

We must reach across all divides and make
rebuilding our own country the top priority. I
would like to see a timeline for moving to a budg-
et that expresses peaceful approaches, rather than
one with war as a bottom line. Remember, we
rebuilt Western Europe through the Marshall Plan.
Can’t we launch a Millennium Plan which will
produce recovery and begin to show the working
people of this country that they do count and that
they deserve to benefit from the spending of their
own tax dollars?

We might begin with an analysis of how many
new schools and new units of affordable housing
we need to build per year, how many new mean-
ingful jobs we must create per year and how best
to structure and increase support for the arts to
inspire cultural growth, harmony and the pursuit
of tranquility and intellectual development for all.
And isn’t it about time that we develop a national
health plan that will assure all Americans equal
access to health and medicine?

A Millennium Plan might be measured annually
with data on the decline of violence, poverty,
crime and school dropouts, and the increase in
school completion, affordable housing units, per-
sonal wealth, equality and democratic participa-
tion. It seems like a radical idea in present times
to desire that my granddaughter and all children
in this country grow up in conditions that enable
them to reach their greatest potential. An
approach toward developing a well thought-out
public policy would be a meaningful beginning.
Let us make room for one another to participate.

Gus Newport is the newly appointed executive
director of the Institute for Community
Economics in Springfield, MA, the national
community land trust intermediary ovganiza-
tion. He is former mayor of Berkeley, CA and
director of  Boston’s  Dudley Street
Neighborbood Initiative.
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Don’t Be Absent from the Tax Debate

Well, the people have spoken and given George W.
Bush a second term in the White House. Housing
advocates should prepare for more of the same,
only worse. What lessons can we draw from our
experience with federal housing policy during
the first Bush administration? The words are soar-
ing, but the works do not match up.

For all the talk about increasing homeownership,
what has the Bush administration actually done?
The President said there would be 5.5 million
new minority homeowners by the end of the
decade, but he has made limited proposals that
would move him closer to realizing that goal.

The American Dream Down Payment program,
first introduced in 2001, was finally enacted in
2003 with an authorized level of $200 million a
year. But appropriations for the first year were
only $87 million and down to $50 million in the
appropriations bill just passed for the current fis-
cal year. At an average grant of $5,000, that’s only
10,000 new homeowners a year. The Zero Down
Payment proposal was rolled out in early 2004
and was not taken up by the Congress. It was only
envisioned to serve 150,000 families a year any-
way. Much has been made of support for a Home
Ownership Tax Credit, but despite bills in both
the House and the Senate with a lot of bipartisan
co-sponsors, both bills are stalled. At the
President’s initiative, the Congress passed no
fewer than four tax bills in the first Bush term, but
none contained this tax provision. Given that
President Bush has spent no political currency on
the Home Ownership Tax Credit, the depth of his
support for this idea is questionable.

In 2001, the Bush administration declared the goal
of ending “chronic” homelessness in ten years, but
it has proposed precious few new resources to
that end. The 2004 Samaritan Initiative, which
would direct an additional $70 million to sup-
portive housing and services, has not passed. But
that’s the least of the problems. The wholesale
attack on the housing voucher program by the
Bush administration that started in 2003 and
accelerated in 2004 renders the rhetoric on end-
ing homelessness empty. If Congress had agreed
to the Flexible Voucher program as proposed by
HUD in 2004 with a $1.6 billion cut in voucher
spending, voucher administrators would have

By Sheila Crowley

3

been left with the flexibility to choose to serve
fewer extremely low-income families, charge
higher rents to already poor households or worse.
What HUD wanted Congress to do and what HUD
subsequently did, in part through regulation, cre-
ated the conditions in which more people would
become homeless. The exploitation of the lan-
guage of ending homelessness and the shameless
promotion of this fiction by the Interagency
Council on the Homeless are hypocrisy that takes
your breath away.

Tax Cuts

The most serious threat to federal housing pro-
grams is the same threat that all non-security
domestic discretionary spending faces—tax
cuts. George W. Bush has convinced Congress to
enact tax cuts that have turned the $308 billion
federal surplus we had when he took office in
2001 into a $413 billion deficit by the time the
FY2004 books are closed. President Bush has
made clear that he expects Congress to make all
the tax cuts permanent, which will cost another
$1 trillion. The tax cuts are intended to constrain
federal spending. Sooner rather than later the
deficit level will become unsustainable and
spending will have to be slashed.

It is, of course, domestic discretionary programs
like housing, education, environmental protec-
tion, transportation, child care and nutrition that
will be targeted first for cuts. Indeed, the
Flexible Voucher program in the FY2005 budget
was simply a spending cut dressed up as pro-
gram reform. But even if all of HUD was wiped
out tomorrow it would barely dent the deficit. It
is in the entitlement programs like Social
Security, Medicare and Medicaid, rather, where
the big money is to be found.

President Bush also wants to make the tax code
simpler, including closing loopholes and eliminat-
ing some deductions and credits. The National
Association of Home Builders has already extract-
ed a promise from the President that the mort-
gage interest tax deduction will not be affected.
The charitable contributions deduction also is off
the table. There is no such protection vet for the
Low-Income Housing Tax Credit (LIHTC). Given
the close call on the LIHTC in 2003, when the =
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dividend exclusion was almost passed, we should
not expect the President to care much about
what happens to the LIHTC this year.

The President also has stated that tax reform will be
revenue neutral, meaning he does not want to raise
or lower overall taxes in the process. But there is no
promise that the tax burden will not be shifted from
one group of taxpayers to another. If simplification
means a flat tax or a consumption tax, as many have
suggested, the federal tax system will become more
regressive, placing a disproportionate burden on
people who have low incomes.

The fact that the majority party gained seats in
both the House and the Senate would seem to
give President Bush more support for his propos-
als in the Congress, but members of Congress still
have to pay attention to their constituents.
Congress protected the housing voucher program
this year precisely because they heard from their

constituents about the impact the cuts would
have on the communities they represent. Already,
the public is indicating that they want deficit
reduction more than they want tax cuts.

Federal tax policy is where the major action will
be in the next two years.Those who want to pro-
tect and increase the federal commitment to safe,
decent and affordable housing for all Americans
cannot be absent from the tax debate.

Sheila Crowley is president and CEO of the
National Low Income Housing Coalition; mem-
ber of the Board of Directors of the Poverty &
Race Research Action Council, the National
Housing Trust, the Alliance for Healthy Homes
and otbers; adjunct faculty at School of Social
Wort of Virginia Commonwealth University, BSW,
MSW, Ph.D. in social work and social policy.

Reprinted from Shelterforce, with permission.
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The images on this page, as well as
pages 10 and 16, are courtesy of the
website Another Poster For Peace.

This site contains an ever growing
number of artist-produced posters and
other images that are available for free
download in high-quality formats that
can be reproduced or printed in a vari-
ety of formats. The artists and site
administrators encourage anyone to
download, modify and disseminate
these images, completely copyright-free
for any use.

In their own words, “Another Poster for
Peace is a group of citizens committed
to elevating the level of public engage-
ment in the peace movement through
design. Our goal is to help create a
grassroots ‘anti-campaign’ to counter
the brilliant marketing the U.S. adminis-
tration is currently running to promote
its war agenda.”

www.anotherposterforpeace.org
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Expanding Affordable Housing Through

Inclusionary Zoning

By Angela Glover Blackwell and Kalima Rose

The most strategic way to make affordable housing
widely available is to advance policies that increase
the quantity and accessibility of affordable housing
close to opportunity. Yet such policies have been
sorely missing at the national level, and the Bush
administration’s almost continuous proposals to
further cut federal resources for housing do not
bode well for resolving the housing crises faced by
American families. While state and local coalitions,
legislative bodies and public agencies have been
building their strength and power over the last half
decade to take on housing affordability, access and
integration issues, these are now the places where
there is potential to expand housing opportunities.

So much in life depends on where you live. The
schools children attend are usually neighborhood-
based. Health is related to having access to good
neighborhood air quality, stores with nourishing
foods and neighborhood parks, walkways and safe
streets that allow for exercise. The availability of
jobs and public transportation, too, is determined
by where people live. Yet too many people are
priced out of neighborhoods where goods and
services exist that can support healthy, productive
lives for individuals and their families.

Multiple factors contribute to the paucity of afford-
able housing throughout regions. In most places,
wages have not kept up with rising housing costs.
Tight housing markets, a diminishing number of
neighborhoods with affordable rents or homes for
sale and continuing housing segregation result in
fewer housing options for those who need it, espe-
cially low-income people of color. Declining com-
mitments by the federal government have meant
that as housing costs escalate, low-income resi-
dents are pushed further and further into neigh-
borhoods where housing may cost less but where
opportunities are scarce.

The National Low Income Housing Coalition
reports data from the Census Bureau’s 2001
American Housing Survey stating that there are 37
million households (an estimated 94 million peo-
ple) in the United States experiencing severe or
moderate problems with housing cost and quality.
The problem of housing affordability not only
remains great, the Coalition notes, it is growing:

¢ 26 percent of households spend more than 30
percent of their income on housing, a benchmark
for unaffordable housing used by government and
the finance industry;

+ 11 percent of households report severe housing
cost burdens, spending over one-half their income
on housing; and

+ an estimated 75 million people live in unafford-
able housing, 30 million of them in households
with severe housing cost burdens.

Research documents the negative effects of living
in high-poverty neighborhoods that lack the eco-
nomic and civic infrastructure essential to a
healthy community. In poor neighborhoods peo-
ple are often isolated from good jobs, high-quality
education, adequate health services and protec-
tion from criminal activities. Persistently high
unemployment in these poor communities can
become selfreproducing. When neighbors have
no jobs or bad jobs, social networks are less help-
ful in connecting individuals to employment.
Moving to a neighborhood that can offer more
avenues to success is often very difficult.
Opportunity-rich neighborhoods often have
exclusionary housing policies—such as zoning
laws that do not permit rental units, require only
large single-family homes or allow only homes
built on large lots—that make it difficult to impos-
sible for lower-income people simply to move to
arcas that would provide better access to good
schools and jobs. Reversing the trends that result
in racially isolated and economically segregated
housing patterns, and moving toward diverse,
mixed-income communities is the doorway to
greater opportunity and inclusion and healthier
comumunities.

Policy Changes to Make Housing Affordable

In the six years since PolicyLink began, advancing
the fair distribution of affordable housing has
become a central focus of our work. Over one-half
of the twenty-two frequently visited policy tools on
the online PolicyLink Equitable Development
Toolkit focus on increasing the supply of affordable
housing in economically integrated neighbor-
hoods, and these are tools aimed at local and state-
level advocacy efforts.

Perhaps one of the most promising tools for
advancing affordable housing in this current politi-
cal climate that focuses so intently on private mar-
ket initiatives is inclusionary zoning (IZ).
Inclusionary zoning is a key starting place because
it promotes mixed-income housing in new and
rehabbed residential developments, thereby lever-
aging market activity for other social outcomes.
These new mixed-income developments can
cumulatively help create greater access to oppor-
tunity for lower-income people, since, over the
course of many years, such policies begin to
reverse trends of income-segregated housing and
promote greater distribution of affordable housing,
and with it greater access to opportunity.

Inclusionary zoning acts as an antidote to exclu-
sionary housing by requiring developers to make a
percentage of housing units in new residential
developments available to low-income and moder-
ate-income households. In return, developers
receive non-monetary compensation in the form of
density bonuses, zoning variances and/or expedit-
ed permits that reduce construction costs. For
almost thirty years, cities and jurisdictions through-
out the United States have used IZ principles to
make affordable housing possible. Inclusionary
zoning can contribute to a housing climate that is
attractive to new residents and supportive of exist-
ing residents by:

° creating mixed-income communities;

* producing affordable housing that attracts a
diverse labor force;

e connecting residents in high-poverty neighbor-
hoods to opportunity; and

» designing consistent regulatory guidelines for
developing affordable housing.

Applying Inclusionary Zoning Strategies to
Increase Affordable Housing

In California, the second most expensive housing
market in the country, a family needs to earn over
$110,000—more than 175 percent of the state medi-
an income—to purchase a home at the prevailing
median cost. Jurisdiction after jurisdiction has
responded by implementing an IZ policy, making the
state home to more 1Z programs than anywhere else
in the country: One hundred and seven California
jurisdictions now use IZ to produce affordable hous-
ing. About one-third of the state’s known inclusionary
programs reported production numbers accounting
for a total of 34,000 units of affordable housing.
Californja’s housing element law, which requires
jurisdictions to plan for housing growth, and its den-
sity bonus law, which requires jurisdictions to grant
additional density in exchange for affordability, has
helped catapult the use of the tool forward.
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High-cost markets that incorporate new growth areas,
or the major rezoning of formerly industrial lands to
residential or mixed use, offer an opportunity to
advance inclusionary practices.In 1991, San Diego vot-
ers imposed an inclusionary housing requirement on
its North City Future Urbanizing Area, a developing
section of the city with no housing,. It reserved 20 per-
cent of all new rentals and for-sale units for house-
holds earning 65 percent or less of the area median
income. This successful program, projected to pro-
duce 2,400 affordable units, led the city to adopt a city-
wide inclusionary zoning ordinance in 2003.

ictions have used
oster mixed-income

The nation’s oldest IZ program, in Montgomery
County,Maryland, is a case study in how the practice
can be altered and revised as a community’s devel-
opment and growth patterns change. Montgomery
County’s ordinance includes a requirement that all
housing developments of thirty-five units or more
make at least 12.5 percent of the units affordable to
low-income households. Established in 1974, it orig-
inally applied to developments of fifty or more units.
Sixty percent of the units produced serve families
earning 65 percent or less of the area median
income; 40 percent are packaged with other afford-
able housing resources to serve families earning
below 30 percent of the area median income. To
date, Montgomery County has produced 11,210
units of affordable housing, both ownership and
rental. The Montgomery County program is now the
focus of national scrutiny about how long units
should remain affordable, as ownership units revert
to market-rate after ten years, and the affordability
terms of thousands of units have expired, resulting
in a loss of affordable units.

Across the country, jurisdictions have used IZ to fos-
ter mixed-income neighborhoods that are more
racially and economically diverse than nearby areas
that lack this policy. Communities surrounding
Washington, DC, for example, are home to several
jurisdictions with IZ programs that have collectively
produced over 15,000 units of affordable housing.

Campaigning for Inclusionary Zoning
In 2002, housing organizations in Washington, DC

formed a coalition, The Campaign for Mandatory
Inclusionary Zoning (www.dciz.org), to extend =
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the reach of IZ to their community. The District,
recently emerging from a long period of decline,
was experiencing a renaissance due to public and
private investments targeted to reinvigorate the
city. Dramatic investments in once-neglected
neighborhoods have brought benefits to some
District residents, but priced others out of their
homes. The challenge for the nation’s capital is to
find a way to balance growth and development
with opportunity for District residents of every
income level. It is a huge challenge, given that a
household needs to earn $85,052 to afford to pur-
chase the average home, and $72,160 to afford the
average rental. Yet the median household income in
the District is $52,300. More than 35 percent of
renters and 24 percent of homeowners are paying
more than they can afford for housing.

onary Zoning can

developers alike.

In New York City, groups have also united—
under the banner of the Campaign for
Inclusionary Zoning (www.izny.org)—to urge
adoption of inclusionary zoning. These groups
sce IZ as a policy that can expand Mayor
Michael Bloomberg’s redevelopment plans to
address the city’s severe housing crisis. The
mayor’s plans include proposed re-zoning
actions, targeted financial incentives and public
investments in infrastructure, transportation
and parks, as well as sports, convention and cul-
tural venues that could add as many as 80,000
new units of housing over the next two
decades. Were IZ applied to the two dozen
neighborhoods slated for re-zoning, it could
have enormous implications for the city’s hous-
ing markets.

Recent production of new housing has not kept
up with population growth and demand. A family
carning the New York City median household
income of $38,293 can afford a rent of $957 per
month.The typical rent for a two-bedroom apart-
ment in the city, however, ranges from $1,600 to
$1,800, and in Manhattan from $3,000 to $3,200.
The proposed zoning changes will alter the type
and density of developments (residential, com-
mercial and/or manufacturing) allowed in each
neighborhood. The campaign aims to make sure
that as those zoning changes are approved, a pol-
icy is in place to assure that a portion of any new
housing is affordable.

Documenting the Success of Inclusionary Zoning

Already adopted by over 100 cities around the
country—including Boston, Sacramento and San
Francisco—inclusionary zoning has secured
thousands of units of affordable housing in
mixed-income communities. Studies by the
Brookings Institution, the National Housing
Conference, the Urban Land Institute, the Fannie
Mae Foundation, the Chicago-based Business and
Professional People for the Public Interest and
the National Association of Realtors have demon-
strated that inclusionary zoning is an important
local housing tool. Because 1Z encourages the
inclusion of affordable units in developments
with market-rate units, the policy provides access
to opportunities for low-income and moderate-
income families far beyond those previously
available. It is also a key smart growth tool, as it
increases the density of developments and offers
more potential for lower-income workers to live
nearer to their jobs. :

Communities across the nation that face severe
affordable housing challenges increasingly are turn-
ing to the private sector for help in developing
housing that meets the needs of workers and resi-
dents. The private market typically contributes to a
community’s affordable housing stock by paying
impact fees, building affordable units or taking
advantage of tax incentives. There are three ratio-
nales for private sector contribution.

One, the development of market-rate housing gen-
erates the need for affordable housing for janitors,
public school teachers, civil servants, child care
workers and other workers whose services sup-
port the occupants of marketrate units. These
service workers, however, earn too little to afford
average-priced homes in the community. Two, the
public sector invests in the infrastructure that
makes private residential development possible.
Reciprocally, the private sector should invest in
the community through provision of affordable
housing. And finally, with decreasing urban land
supplies and increasing pressure to reduce sprawl,
asking developers to create more livable mixes of
housing in exchange for development rights may
just be the wave of the future.

While the 1949 Housing Act established a National
Housing Goal of “a decent home and suitable liv-
ing environment for every American family; the
current administration will most likely backtrack
further from that goal. But all of society benefits
from the existence of affordable housing. By focus-
ing locally, and increasing its availability in mixed-
income developments, inclusionary zoning can
help advance the spirit of that 1949 goal and

expand residents’ access to economic opportuni-
ty. It can prove a win-win for residents and devel-
opers alike, as residents partake of the opportuni-
ties that affordable housing in mixed-income com-
munities offers, and developers benefit from the
increased density and other bonuses that are part
of an 1Z policy.

Angela Glover Blackwell is founder and chief

executive officer of PolicyLink, a national non-
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profit research, communications, capacity-build-
ing and advocacy organization that works with
organizations to achieve economic and social
equity. Kalima Rose (kRrose@policylink.org) is a
PolicyLink associate divector and co-author of
Expanding Housing Opportunity in Washington,

The Case for Inclusionary Zoning and
Increasing Housing Opportunity in New York City:
The Case for Inclusionary Zoning, both available
at www,policylink.org.

o By Anne Pasma‘nic‘k*

development in chdllengmg tmles L

- fulness for the future. ~

Community Eng‘égemeiit and More Connected Partnershlps “

Ifyou want to know about the mlpact of the newly re~elected Bush 4dm1mstmt10n on
‘housing and community development keep your eye on the nearest low-income nelgh
borhood. Whether it is a collection of city blocks a reservation or a fdrmmg , ommum— o
ty, neighborhoods are. Where pubhe policies and eorporate practlces unfold, affec ing -
 the quality of schools, health care , housing conditions and development This nelghbor
hood lens motivates the National Ne1ghborhood Coahtlon to 1emx71gorate commumty

In low-income nelghboxhoods scarce resources and stalled dehvery systems Create a
sense of hopelessness among neighborhood residents. The administration’s virtual
freeze on domestic public policy developrnent——other than craftmg new barriers

~ between low-income people and the resources they need—-eﬂgenders the same reac-~ -
tion from the leadershlp of commumty -based orgamzatlons ~

Along W1th federal pohc1es low~mcome neighborhoods are challenged by phﬂanthrop-
‘ic and other non-profit sector trends. Foundations are consohdatmg grantmdkmg to
fewer nonprofits and focusing on qudntlﬁable results such as affordable housing pro ;
duction and investment in community infrastructure. The depth and scope of ﬂe1ghbor-f‘
hood change that is needed in our nation’s 11e1ghborhoods however cannot be ‘
 achieved through policy development and units of p1oduet10n alone. Commumty
~ engagement by neighborhood groups and residents, is the essential component of a
k neighborhood revitalization strategy over the long haul This is what loca ‘Organizations
at their best help to motivate, inform and support. Making the case for Change on
Cap1tol Hﬂl is what national orgamzmons at thelr best mdke p0551b e.

The Natlondl Nelghbmhood Coahtlon whlch hds promoted pubhc‘p()licy‘that benefits
low-income people and ne;ghborhoods for twenty-five years, is cor mitted to brmgmg k
these sometimes disconnected power souues—-—nelghh orhood orgamzatlons and
national organizations—into more connected partnerships. This is our source of hope

Anne Pasmanzck (anne@nengborboodcoahtzon on (g) is executwe dzrecz‘or of z‘be
o Natzonal Nezghborbood Coalition in Washzngton DC ‘
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Justice By Design3

The Planners Network 2005 Conference

Twin Cities, June 2-5

Registration

Whole Conference Registration

Register for the whole conference from the opening plenary on Thursday June 2 to the business meetings on
Sunday June 5. Cost includes breakfasts, lunches, and receptions/snacks each day.

Early After April 30 Amount
Regular Registration $160 $200 $
Student ' $80 $100 $
Low Income (not student) $50 $70 $

One Day Registration on Friday or Saturday*
Register for one day only, either Friday (tours and a plenary) or Saturday (sessions). Cost includes breakfast,
lunch, and reception.

Friday Saturday

Early After April 30 Amount
Regular Registration $80 $120 $
Student $50 $70 $
Low Income (not student) $30 $50 $

Become a Member and Receive Progressive Planning Magazine, the PN E-Newsletter, and a $10 Discount on Registration
Join Planners Network /renew your membership: $25 for students; $35 for incomes of $25,000-$50,000;
$50 income over $50,000; and $100 for sustaining members (Note, special Canadian membership rates are

available if you join separately via the web site. We can only accept US Dollars.) $

Planners Network Members Only
Check here if you would like to receive the $10 member discount on registration $

Suhtotal on this nage $

“Two Keynotes” Registration
Registration to attend the plenary lectures by Mike Pyatok (Thursday at 6pm) and /or Anne Spirn (Friday at

6pm). This does not include any other conference events. Registration deadline is May 16.

Free but Advance Registration Required (I am registering for this alone; if you are
registering for the entire conference you do not need to register for this).

* Cancellations after April 30 will only receive a partal refund.

For more information see

www.designcenterumn.edu
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Accommodation

Dorms

The dorms feature river views from many rooms, well equipped computer/internet facilities, laundries, air
conditioning, and daily towel service. Reservations close May 9, 2005, and require payment
in full. Refunds for cancellations after May 9 will occur only if we can reallocate the room.

Riverbend Commons: 220 Delaware St. SE, Minneapolis, MN 55455, Information Desk: 612-625-8786.

Close to the Weisman Art Museum, Riverbend is a new building and features “two-person, two-room suites” (two single
rooms, each with kitchenettes, share a bathroom). Five to seven minute walk to the main conference venue at Rapson
Hall. See http:/ / www.housing.umn.edu/student/halls/riverbend / index.shtml.

Price per person: $44. Parking per car: $8 per car per day.

Thursday June 2 One night at $44 $
Friday June 3 Two nights at $88 $
Saturday June 4 Three nights at $132  $

I’know this is a single room but I would like the other person sharing the bathroom to be
[ will need parking for cars at $8 per car = $

Middlebrook Hall: 412 22nd Avenue South, Minneapolis, MN 55455-0424, Information Desk: 612-625-0536:
Across the Mississippi River on the West Bank of Campus near the arts precinct. “Two-person suites” sleep four in two
rooms each with two beds; bath is shared by the two rooms. Twelve to fifteen minute walk to the main conference venue
at Rapson Hall. See http:/ /www.housing.umn.edu/student/halls/rooms.shtml#middlebrook.

Price per person: $30. Parking per car: $8 per car per day.

Thursday June 2 One night at $30 $
Friday June 3 Two nights at $60 $
Saturday June 4 Three nights at $90  $

I am sharing with the following people (up to three, put a * beside the one in your roomy:

Match me to a roommate:
I will need parking for cars at $8 per car = $

Hotel

Radisson Metrodome: 615 Washington Avenue S.E., Minneapolis Minnesota 55414, reservations 612-379-8888.
Located quite far from the Metrodome but very close to the main conference venue at Rapson Hall, the Radisson provides
a full-service hotel option. Bookings can be made directly with the hotel. Mention the Planners Network Conference when
you call (612) 379-8888 or (800) 333-3333 for a reservation. Price per room: $104 plus 13% sales tax.

Your Information

Name: Affiliation (for name tag):

Address:

City: State / Province: Zip/Postal Code: Country:

Email (for queries/urgent information): Member: yes/no

Payment (check one)

—Paypal: Go to www.plannersnetwork.org and note “conference” in the “payment for” box and then

send this form via mail or fax (see below). It's really simple! You'll get a gold star for using it.
___Check enclosed (payable to Planners Network)
__Credit card information: Visa: ___Mastercard:

Card number: Total Payment

Name on card: Expiration date: (both sides of page)
Signature:
Phone (for queries): $

Mail to: Planners Network, 1 Rapson Hall, 89 Church St SE, Minneapolis MN 55455. Fax to: (612) 626-0600



30 ¢ Progressive Planning e No. 162 » Winter 2005

Progressive Planning ¢ No. 162 » Winter 2005 ¢ 31

Progressive Planning Reader 2004

Over 100 paves of the hest from Planners Network and Progressive Planning

Progressive Planning Reader 2004
Progressive Planning Magazine

Sustainability, Environment and Health

____Copies of Reader @ $12 each postage paid (up to 4 copies)*
___ Copies of Reader @ $8 each postage paid (5 or more copies)*
____Subscribe to Progressive Planning Magazine @ $25/year for
individuals and $50/year for organizations and libraries*
____Join Planners Network / renew your membership and receive
Progressive Planning Magazine for free
$25 for students, $35 for incomes of $25,000-$50,000,
$50 for incomes over $50,000, and $100 for sustaining members*

* All figures in US dollars, for Canadian rates see the web site

Order Total:
Your Information

Name:

& P

Address:

City: State/Province: Zip/Postal Code:

Country: Email (for queries):

Current member: Renewing member:

Payment: Check enclosed (payable to Planners Network)

Or credit card information: Visa: __ Mastercard: _ Amex:

Card number:

Name on card: Expiration date:

Signature:

Phone (for queries):

Mail to: Planners Network, 1 Rapson Hall, 89 Church St SE, Minneapolis MN 55455

Fax order to: (612) 626-0600

Or you can also order using PayPal at www.plannersnetwork.org - It's really simple!

‘What Is Progressive Planning Today?
By Ann Forsyth and Tom Angotti

Politics and Planning

The Socialist City, Still
By Tom Angotti

On the Practical Relevance of Marxist Thought
By Renee Toback

Changing the Culture of Planning Toward Greater Equity
By Norman Krumbholz

Urban Design

The Ground Zero Architectural Competition: Designing without a Plan
By Peter Marcuse

Post-9/11 Planning: New York City and Beyond
By Tom Angotti

The Narrow Base of the New Urbanists
By Michael Pyatok

New Urban Planning for Neighborhood Revitalization
By Jennifer Hurley

From“Sugar Cookies”to“Gingerbread Men”: Conformity in Suburban Design
By Jill Grant

HOPE VI and the New Urbanism
By Janet L. Smith

Planning Education
Professional Identities and Boundary Maintenance
By Gerda R. Wekerle
Cracks in the Foundation of Traditional Planning
By Barbara Loevinger Rabder
Planning Education: How Could It Be Different from Business School?
By Katharine N. Rankin
Planning and Neoliberalism:The Challenge for Radical Planners
By Kanishka Goonewardena

Race, Gender and Diversity
Diversity and the Planning Profession
By Leonardo Vazquez
Involving Youth in Planning: The Progressive Challenge
By Ann Forsyth
Indigenous Planning and Tribal Community Development
By Ted Jojola
Are the Transgendered the Mine Shaft Canaries of Urban Areas?
By Petra L. Doan
Deviant History, Defiant Heritage
By Gail Dubrow
Multicultural Planning: Lessons from Papakolea
By Karen Umeimoto
Women Plan Toronto: Incorporating Gender Issues in Planning
By Barbara Loevinger Rabder
Roofless Women's Action Research Mobilization & Participatory
Action Research
By Marie Kennedy

Community Planning
Building a Legacy of Health by Confronting Health Disparities Around Food
By David C. Sloane
Empowerment Through Community Development
By Marie Kennedy
Campus/Community Partnerships in the 90’s
By Kenneth M. Reardon and Thomas P Shields
Indigenous Planning At Work
By Teresa Cordova

Urban Planning For Active Living:Who Benefits?
By Kristin Day ’
Engineering Physical Activity Back Into Americans’ Lives
By Mark Fenton
Sustainability is Not Enough
By Peter Marcuse
Sustainable and Environmentally Just Societies
By Sandra Rodriguez
Feminist Thoughts on Planning for Sustainability
By Sherilyn MacGregor

Globalization and International Issues
Planning as a‘Tool of Political Control: Israel’s Matrix of Control
By Jeff Halper
Planning at the Frontline: Notes From Israel
By Oren Yifiachel
War and the Urban “Geopolitical Footprint”
By Michael Dudley
Urban Planners Oppose the War In Iraq
(Statement 2003)
Strategic Planning and Urban Competition:The Agenda of Mulitlateral
Agencies in Brazil
By Fabricio Leal de Olivetra
Confronting Globalization: The Role of Progressive Planners
By Tom Angotti
Transnationalism, Not Assimilation
By Arturo Sanchez

Transportation and Information
The Costs of Auto Dependency
By Lisa Schreibman
Transportation Equity and Environmental Justice
By Rich Stolz
Transportation in Toronto: Car Culture Is Alive and Well
By Janice Etter
The “Digital Divide” and the Persistence of Urban Poverty
By Blanca Gordo
Household Information Strategies and Comumunity Responses
By Gwen Urey
Transportation Struggles in The Post-Apartheid City
By Jon Orcutt
Eight Myths of Traffic Planning
By Roger Baker
East St. Louis Citizens Put Transportation Planners on the Right Track
for Light Rail Expansion
By Patricia A. Nolan

Regional Planning
Portland, Oregon: How to Link Growth Management and Affordable Housing
By Tasha Harmon
Race, Class & Space:A Historical Comparison of the Three Regional Plans
for New York .
By Tony Schuman and Elliott Sclar
Dots Crying In the Wilderness
By Jean Garren

Up to 4 copies $12 per copy
5+ copies S8 per copy
(Price includes postage & handling)
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(&) TAYLOR & FRANCIS

20% discount for members of the Planners Network
on all orders received before February 28th 2005

PLANKMING

City Journal of Environmental
Editor: Bob Catterall
Volume 9, 2005, 3 issues per year

Planning, Theory & Practice
Editors: Patsy Healey,

University of Newcastle, UK;

Leonie Sandercock,

University of British Columbia, Canada;
Andrew Flynn and Terry Marsden, Heather J. Campbell,

Cardiff University, UK University of Sheffield, UK;

Volume 7,2005, 4 issues per year Robert Upton,

The Royal Town Planning Institute, UK
Volume 6,2005, 4 issues per year

Policy & Planning
Editors: Dr Kevin Bishop,
Welsh Local Government Association, UK:

European Journal of
Housing Policy

Editor: Mark Stephens,
University of Glasgow, UK

Volume 5, 2005, 3 issues per year

Journal of Urban Design
Editor: Taner Oc, University of

‘European Planning Studies _ Regional Studies
Editors: Philip Cooke, Nottingham, UK Co-ordinating Editor: Dr Peter Tyler,

Cardif University, UK Volume 10, 2005, 3 issues per year University of Cambridge, UK

Louis Albrechts, Catholic University of Volume 39,2005, 9 issues per year
Leuven, Belgium Journal of Urban Technology
Volume 13,2005, 8 issues per year Editor: Richard E. Hanley, Transportation, Planning and

The City University of New York, USA Technology

Volume 12,2005, 3 issues per year Editor: David Gillingwater,
Loughborough University, UK
Volume 28, 2005, 6 issues per year

Housing Studies
Editors: Roger Burrows and
Janet Ford, University of York, UK Local Environment

Volume 20, 2005, 6 issues per year Editors: Julian Agyeman,
Tufts University, USA Transport Reviews

International Planning Studies gy, £yans, Northumbria University, Uk~ Editor: David Banister,
Managing Editor: John Lovering, University College London, UK
Cardiff University, UK Volume 25,2005, 6 issues per year

Volume 10,2005, 4 issues per year

Volume 10,2005, 6 issues per year

Planning Perspectives
Editors: Stephen V. Ward,

Oxford Brookes University, UK
Robert B. Fairbanks,

University of Texas, USA

Volume 20, 2005, 4 issues per year

Urban Policy and Research
Editor: Dr David Hayward,
Swinburne University of Technology,
Australia

Volume 23,2005, 4 issues per year

Journal of Environmental
Planning and Management
Editor: Kenneth G. Willis,
University of Newcastle, UK

VYolume 48, 2005, 6 issues per year

Urban Studies
Journal of Property Research  Planning, Practice & Research  Editors: Ronan Paddison,
Editor: Bryan D. MacGregor, Editor:Vincent Nadin, Jon Bannister and Kenneth Gibb,
University of Aberdeen, UK University of the West of England, UK The University of Glasgow, UK
Volume 22,2005, 4 issues per year Volume 20,2005, 4 issues per year Volume 42,2005, 13 issues per year

dates receive information on books, journals and other news within
Taylor & Francis Group

@ Register your email address at www.tandf.co.uk/eupdates to
u

your areas of interest.

To take up this offer or request a free sample copy please contact Kate Marshall at
the following address and quote reference: PPMag-04

Taylor & Francis, 4 Park Square, Milton Park, Abingdon, Oxon OX14 4RN, UK
Email: kate.marshall@tandf.couk Fax: +44 (0)1235 829003

Online access is included with all institutional subscriptions.

www.tandf.co.uk/journals () Tayior &Francis

Taylor & Francis Group
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On October 2, Planners Network-Los Angeles held its first
event at an art gallery in Pasadena that happened to be fea-
turing “Gardenlab,” an exhibit that was appropriately
themed for a planning event. About thirty people attended,
including community members, students from various uni-
versities, faculty and non-profit and public organization
representatives. Information tables displayed literature
from PN as well as from local organizations.

Three speakers gave presentations about projects and pro-
grams they are involved in locally. James Rojas, founder and
director of Latino Urban Forum (LUF), discussed and
showed slides depicting creation of space and community
among Latino community members. He explained the
structure and purpose of LUF in fostering dialogue about
issues and connecting Latino communities to planning and
other resources. Kei Nagao, director of Southern
Californians for Youth, a network of seven youth organiz-
ing groups in LA, explained one model of youth organizing
and then screened a short documentary by youth about
their experiences organizing and shaping policy. Melanie
Winter, founder and director of The River Project, gave a
presentation about the history of planning around the Los
Angeles River. She provided a synopsis of the different
approaches, uses and stakeholders, focusing on advocacy
for the surrounding residential community’s vision of the
area as sustainable and recreational. Josh Lerner from PN
was the final speaker. He talked about Planners Network—
its structure, function and purpose—and the value of get-
ting involved in a local chapter. A networking reception
with live acoustical music followed. So far, feedback has
been quite positive!

For more information about PN-LA, contact Katherine
Petersen at kepeters@usc.edu.

PN MEMBER UPL

On November 19th at the Center for Architecture in New
York City there was a forum, “Community + Planners =
Change,” featuring PNers Tom Angotti, Chester Hartman,
Peter Marcuse, Frances Fox Piven, Ron Shiffman and Walter

Thabit. The event was taped and will be transcribed for a
future issue of Progressive Planning magazine.

was awarded a Fulbright Senior

Specialist grant to work on the regional plan for the Hanoi
region in Vietnam.

. began work with OKI
(Ohio  Kentucky Indiana) Regional Council of
Governments on October 18th as their new corridor
studies manager. Robyn is a 1994 graduate of the
University of Ilinois at Champaign-Urbana’s MURP pro-
gram. Robyn and her husband, Tim Lemke, relocated from
Rockford, Illinois to Cincinnati in 2000 for Robyn to ful-
{ill her prior role as director of The AMOS Project, a faith-
based coalition working for social justice throughout the
Greater Cincinnati and Northern Kentucky Region.
Robyn’s new contact information is: rbancroft@oki.org,
513.631.6300 ext.211,

has been promoted as
part of a departmental reorganization in the city of
Somerville, MA. He is now director of planning & devel-
opment in the new Office of Strategic Planning &
Community Development.The city continues to work on
classic community development/CDBG projects, but has
restructured to encourage more inter- and intra-depart-
mental collaboration and create a more transparent
process for developers and community groups. Major
recent accomplishments include: the creation of the
city’s first Main Street district (in Union Square); the dis-
position of a former school site to a non-profit developer
to create 100 units of affordable assisted-living apart-
ments; the approval by HUD of two “Neighborhood
Revitalization Strategy Areas” (NRSAs); and the re-zoning
of Assembly Square to promote transit-oriented, mixed-
use development.

ley £ recently published an article on
the transportation-disadvantaged. See Schiossberg, Marc A.
(2004). “Coordination as a Strategy for Serving the
Transportation-Disadvantaged: A Comparative Framework
of Local and State Roles,” Public Works, Management &
Policy, 9 (2), 132-144.
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PUBLICATIONS '

“State Policies That Affect Working Families” by Katherin Ross
Phillips, August 2004, Discussion Paper from the Urban Institute,
2100 M St. NW, Washington, D.C. 20037, 202.261.5699,
BNowak@ui.urban.org.

“The Impacts of Neighborhood Poverty Deconcentration
Efforts on Low-Income Children’s & Adolescents’ Well-
Being” by Rebecca C. Fauth, 2004, in Children,Youth and
Environments, vol. 14, no. 1, pp. 1-55.

“The Human Right to Housing: Making the Case in US
Advocacy” by Maria Foscarinis, Brad Paul, Bruce Porter & Andrew
Scherer, July-August 2004 issue of Clearinghouse Review: Journal of
Poverty Law & Policy, available from the Sargent Shriver National
Center for Poverty Law, 50 E. Washington St., #500, Chicago, IL
60602, 312.263.3830, admin@povertylaw.org, www.povertylaw.org.

“Access to Social Services: The Changing Urban Geography
of Poverty and Service Provision” by Scott W.Allard, August
2004, a Brookings Institution report available at
http://www.brook.edu/metro/pubs/20040816_allard. htm.

“Protecting Low-Income Communities From the New ‘Urban
Renewal’: Anti-Displacement Advocacy & Relocation Rights
Enforcement” by S. Lynn Martinez, an article in the Sept./Oct.
2003 issue of Clearinghouse Review: Journal of Poverty Law &
Policy. Available from the Sargent Shriver National Center on
Poverty Law, 50 E. Washington St., #500, Chicago, IL 60602,
312.263.3830, admin@poverty

law.org, online at www.povertylaw.org.

“Green Infrastructure: Smart Conservation for the 21st
Century” by Sprawl Watch Clearinghouse, 2002, calls for states
and communities to make green infrastructure an integral part of
local, regional and state plans and policies. The report introduces
green infrastructure as a strategic approach to land conservation
that is critical to the success of smart growth initiatives.To order a
copy, contact Allison Smiley, 202.332.7000, or email
allison@sprawlwatch.org.

"Interfaces: Agricultures et villes a” I'Est et au Sud de la
Mediterranee," edited by Joe Nasr and Martine Padilla, 2004.
Beirut: Editions Delta and IFPO, 429 pp. Cost: 10 euros, plus ship-
ping and handling. For information, e-mail the author:
joenasr@compuserve.com.

“Land Reform, Chicago Style,” Center for Neighborhood
Technology, 2004. A paper describing two civic initiatives in the
70s and ‘80s that catalyzed the paradigm shift toward the preserva-

tion of existing housing and communities, arguing that lowering
abandonment and demolition rates is at least as important an indi-
cator of well-being as new home building, especially in “hollowed-
out” core areas of central cities. Paper available at
http://www.cnt.org/pub

lications/land-reform-chicago-style.pdf.

EVENTS ’

February 26-27, 2005. Gendering Urban Space in the Middle
East, South Asia and Africa, Cairo, Egypt.This workshop is co-
organized by the Institute for Gender and Women’s Studies at the
American University in Cairo (www.aucegypt.edu/igws) and the
Shehr Network (http://www.shehr.org). This workshop seeks to
bring together work that critically examines ways in which gen-
dered subjects negotiate their life-worlds in Middle Eastern, African
and South Asian urban landscapes.

April 8-9, 2005. Youth Activism Conference, Toronto, Canada.
This conference is sponsored by the Hungry4Change Organizing
Collective. For more information on the confeence, contact Moe at
el_durandel@hotmail.com.

June 20-24, 2005. 43rd IMCL Conference on True Urbanism &
the European Town Square, Venice, Italy. Co-organized with the
University of Notre Dame School of Architecture. For more informa-
tion, see www.LivableCities.org.

August 26-28, 2005. A World beyond Capitalism Conference.
A multi-lingual, multi-racial alliance-building conference in
Portland, Oregon. Volunteers worldwide, including work-from-
home or bilingual volunteers, are greatly needed. Through love, soli-
darity and international outreach ...the unreachable is achievable
...AWorld beyond Capitalism! Website accessible in over 23 lan-
guages. See http://www.lfhniivaaaa.info/awbc.html.

ONLINE RESOURCES

Corporation for Supportive Housing’s Toolkit for Ending Long Term
Homelessness is now available at www.csh.org/toolkit. This valu-
able resource profiles supportive housing projects across the US
that are housing those who have been homeless for the long-term.
Project profiles are accompanied by an extensive resource list,
valuable industry-shaping definitions, and interactive photo tours.

www.fed-up-honeys.org. The Fed Up Honeys invite you to check
out their website to find out more about their project “Makes Me
Mad: Stereotypes of Young Urban Womyn of Color,” which looks at
the relationship between the lack of resources in the community
and representations of young women of color. Download the
report online.

JOIN PLANNERS NETWORK

Planners Network has
ive profession-
als and activisls concerned with urban
planning, social and environmental jus-
tice. PN's 1,000 members receive the
Progressive Planning magazine, com-
municate on-fine with PN-NET and the E-
Newsletter, and take part in the annual
conference. PN also gives progressive
ideas a voice in the mainstream planning
profession by organizing sessions at
annual conferences of the American
Planning Association, the Canadian
Institute of Planners, and the Association
of Collegiate Schools of Planning.

The PN Confere
ally almost
These gatherir
workshops wilh exc hanges
communities, PN coif
discussions that h
strategies at the Ic
national levels. Recer T
been held in Holyokv MA; l\ml

Toronto, Ontario; Lowall, MA; | 18
Louis, IL; Brooklyn, NY; and Pomona, CA,

Join Planners Network and mal
ference while sharing your it
enthusiasm with others!

All members must pay annual i

minimum dues for Planners Nelwork

members are as follows:

$25  Students and income unicdr
$25,000

$25  Subscription to Prograssive
Planning only

$35  Income between $25,000 and
$50,000

$50  Income over $50,000, organiza-
tions and libraries

$100 Sustaining Members - if you
earn over $50,000, won't you
consider helping at this level?

Canadian members:
See column at right.

Dues are deductible to the extent
permitted by law.

My contribution is $

My credit card is Visa
Billing address (if different from below)

PN MEMBERS IN CANADA

Membership fees by Canadian members may be paid in Canadian funds:

$30 for students, unemployed, and those with incomes under $30,000
$40 for those with incomes between $30,000 and $60,000

$60 for those with incomes over $60,000

$120 for sustaining members

Make cheques in Canadian funds payable to: “Planners Network” and send w/ membership form to:
Amy Siciliano
Dept of Geography, Room 5047
100 &t George S, University of Toronto, M5S 3G

If interested in joining the PN Toronto listserv, include your email address with
payment or send a message to Amy Siciliano at asicilian@graffiti.net

PURCHASING A SINGLE ISSUE

efit of membership. If nhon-members wish to purchase a single issue of the
k for $10 or credit card information to Planners Network at 379 DeKalb Ave,
se specify the issue and provide your email address or a phone number for

at pmail@umn.edu {o check for availability and for pricing of bulk orders.

Copies of the PN Reader are also available. The single issue price for the Reader is $12 but there are
discounts available for bulk orders.
ardering and content information at http:/iwww.plannersnetwork.org/htm/pub/pn-reader/index.htmi

PLANNERS NETWORK ON LINE
The PN WEB SITE is at: www.plannersnetwork.org

The PN LISTSERV:
PR 1 ;m alng an (m line mailing list for members to post and respond to queries, list job
nnouncements, ete. To join, send an email message to
u with "subscribe pn-net” (without the quotes) in the body of the
bject line). You'll be sent instructions on how to use the list.

Progressive Planning ADVERTISING RATES:

$250 Send file via email to

$175 <pnmail@umn.edu>, or mail camera-
$75 ready copy, by January 1, April 1,
$40 July 1 and October 1.

YCS. T want to join progressive planners and work towards fundamental change.
I’'m a renewing member — Keep the faith!
Just send me a subscription to Progressive Planning.

- Make checks payable to PLANNERS NETWORK.
MC  Amex___ Card No.

Exp. date

Mail This Form To:
Planners Network
1 Rapson Hall
89 Church Street SE
Minneapolis, MN 55455-0109

INTERNATIONAL MEMBERS: Please send US. funds.
We are unable to accept payment in other r currencies. Thanks.



Please check the date on your mailing
label. If the date is iore SN VEar 4g
this will be your last issue unless we
receive your annual dues |

See page 35 for minimum dues amounts.

And while you're at it send us an UPDATE
on what you’re doing.

Please send us your new address.
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