This piece introduces Oregon's Future's forum on land use planning.

Transition to
the Future

A PROSPECTI VE

by Sumner Sharpe, AICP
Guest Forum Editor

he future of Qegon s

| andnar k approach to

pl anni ng depends on
howit & fects and hel ps i nprove
theqeity o lifein comonities;
neets its promse of managi ng
gowh, praects fam foest, re -
ud and aher resources,
and responds to aitidss d

the system These are big chal -
I enges, and the Oregon system
cannot achieve dl o the aove
wthout cooperation fromall

d us, wether inthe private

a pdic setas Insgted its
varts, it has served and does
serve as a bel | vether approach,
whi ch has been the basis for 1eg-

iddive atios indaher staes.
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Snce the inception of the program in
1973 atemts todscardit inits etirety
via statewde balld box intiaives have
failed Hwever, there have been nodifi -
catios besed on legdlaive actios, in -
tiatives on specific topics, rues adogpted
by the Land Qonservation and Devel op-
nent Gonmassion, decisions resulting
fromagppeds, o locd legslaive a vaer
actions. In spite of these changes, which
have either inproved or nuddied the
system depending on one’'s viewpoint,
the approach renains besica ly intact.
The essence of the Qegon systemis
the search for balance in addressing the
val ues expressed in the state goal s when
developing and inplenenting plans at

and address sone general thenes that
udkerlie ad wll & fect the Qegon
approach, as we look ahead to the next
2 years. In addtion to the issues ideti -
fied above, sone readers nay feel that
there are other general thenes that wvar -
rant further discussion. Because Qegon s
Future is interested in generating d scus-
sion about its foumtopics, these atides
shoul d be seen as the beginning of a d a-
logue about the future of land use plan-
nngin Qegon, nat a find staenent. If
you do not think we have adequately
addressed your concerns, then you are
invited to respond

A anning under the Gregon approach
has been and Wil cotinue tobe intran-

are creating. The interface between
public and private decisions about |and
use and transportation appear, & lest
for now, to be the focus of state and
locd o fats

We have been and are tramsitioning
froman approech that relied to a large
extent on regudaory ad legd neans for
plan inplenertation to one that is | ooking
at other approaches such as investnents
ininfrastructure and strengthened coord -
nati on between state agenci es.

We have been and are transitioning
from an approach which assuned
shared values to one in which shared
va ues are less of a certanty.

This forum addresses a variety of

the locd levd. Ve
ther you are in La
Gande, Ssters, Ha
nath Falls, Sllemor
Portl and the adopted
state goas apply

eqaly the dif fe -
axvss lieinthe locd

debates and deci -

sions about what What are the prevailing values and

- goals? Has planning become too
,ConSt itutes bal ance oriented toward rules and legal
in each pl ace. measures?

This forumon |and
use assunes that the
besic systemwl!l re
ninin pace in the
fuue but that

changes wll occur. In
looking at the Oegon

as well as ourselves?

@ How can we address, and
even utilize, the tension between
market conditions and cycles and
longer-term visions and plans?

® Who is doing the planning?

© What are the conseguences of
fast, slow or no growth? Who pays
for growth and what responsibility
do we have to future generations

Here are sone of the thenes that this forumtries to raise or address
and wll generate additional discussion and vhi ch coul d be the sub-

O If planning is about providing
choices, do we have a responsibility
to assure a range of choices and
how do we do that?

@ Is the Oregon system too rigid
to allow for regional and local con-
ditions? Or has it become so flex-
ible that some of the shared values
and goals are being lost?

® What are the everyday charac-
teristics that determine the quality
of life? Has the system become so
abstract that the explicit rules and

P

idess, bu wen dl
is sadand done, the
success  of the

G egon  approach
wll de-pend on how
vell we take inple-
nent at i on and
gdity o life casid-
erations ino
account as we

dvdgpdas It wil
depend on how suc-
cessfu we are in
reinvigorating our
planing ef forts

engaging citizens,

i

methods no longer connect to
these implicit and shared values?

Surmmer Shar pe

regf firmng our
sense of conmmunity
adresposibility for

approach to land use planning, this forum
does not dell onthe past nor does it try
to predict the specific changes that night
occur. In addtion, this forumodoes nat
tackle sone issues as directly as sone
readers nay feel is inportant. This
i ncl udes whether we should do nore to
[imt the anount and pace of growh,
vwhether we are encouraging rather than
accommodati ng growth, how to address
equity issues such as housing of fad-
aility, wo shodd pay for infrastructure,
why the property tax system should
change, etc. These issues are being dis-
cussed in far nore detail by ohers in
other venues and wil be trested in fuure
i ssues of this nagazi ne.

Wit this forumtries to do is to rase

sition and how well we deal wth these
transitions wll determine its success o
failue For exanple, we are beyond
naking plans as the principa purpose
of planning, and vwe are dealing wth im
pl enenting pl ans the consequences
of our plamning decisions. W are faced
wth growth pressures that nay or nay
not have been so readily apparent when
plans were nade, but we believed that
the Qegon approach would provide us
wth the tod s to nanage grow h.

We have been and are transitioning
froman approach that focused initialy
on agricutural and forest land protec-
tion, coded wth cotrdling the limts of
urbani zation, to one where we are
focusing on the kinds of comrmunities we

the future, and spending | ess energy on
regu ations and planrnaking as the pri -
nary fad .

For those involved in plamning in
Qegon, and this includes al of us
vearingour dif ferent hats as citizens,
el ected and appoi nted of fidds, property
omers and renters, professiona s
successful practice requires attention to
process, vision, plans and i npl enent a-
tin

We do you thirk? Is there still a
shared vi sion and does the systemrefl ect
those values wth which we began 25
years ago? Have those val ues changed?
Ae changes needed in the Qegon
approach, and if so vhat shoul d be done?
Q is it the wvay we as conmunities
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