
Members of the Albemarle County Planning Commission, July 24, 2012: 
 
My name is Charles Battig. I am a resident of Albemarle County. 
 
Since last speaking before you at the combined City/County Planners 
meeting of April 17, 2012, I note that there has been published a highly 
significant paper in the Journal of the American Planning Association. The 
May 2012 paper “Growing Cities Sustainably” by M. Echenique et al is 
likely well known to you. It is attached to my handout.  My question to you 
is: are you now moving to implement changes in your planning documents 
to reflect these new findings published in your key journal?   
 
The official abstract of this paper notes that: “It is commonly asserted that 
so-called compact development is the urban form most able to sustainably 
accommodate growth by reducing travel distances and conserving land, but 
credible supportive evidence remains limited. This study rigorously and 
realistically tested the relative performance of spatial options over the next 
30 years for three distinct kinds of English city regions.”  The take-away 
conclusion of this study notes that: “Urban form policies can have important 
impacts on local environmental quality, economy, crowding, and social 
equity, but their influence on energy consumption and land use is very 
modest; compact development should not automatically be associated with 
the preferred spatial growth strategy.”  I believe the local term for that urban 
form is labeled “the neighborhood model.”  
 
The conclusion portion of the paper states:  “The current planning policy 
strategies for land use and transport have virtually no impact on the major 
long-term increases in resource and energy consumption. They generally 
tend to increase costs and reduce economic competitiveness. The 
relatively small differences between options are overwhelmed by the 
impacts of socioeconomic change and population growth…  
Smart growth principles should not unquestioningly promote increasing 
levels of compaction on the basis of reducing energy consumption without 
also considering its potential negative consequences. In many cases, the 
potential socioeconomic consequences of less housing choice, crowding, 
and congestion may outweigh its very modest CO2 reduction benefits.” 
 
“Smart Growth” no longer seems so smart when examined scientifically. 
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The February 15, 2012 Charlottesville-Tomorrow reported the results of the 
TJPDC Livability survey which had documented that: “Most of the 508 
respondents ‘said they would prefer to live in the rural areas of Albemarle 
County if there were no barriers in choice of housing.’ Sixty-one percent 
said they commuted from outside the Charlottesville-Albemarle area 
because they found housing elsewhere more affordable or a better value.”   
 
The unanswered question remains: Will you continue to  pursue “Smart 
Growth” policies which are now scientifically shown to increase land, 
housing and transportation costs, increase air pollution, diminish choice of 
housing types to mostly rack’ em and-stack’ em townhouses, increase 
traffic congestion, and defy the real-world wishes of your taxpayers? 
 
As this basic claim of Smart Growth” is no longer tenable, is the real reason 
for pursuing it the one given by President Clinton’s advisor, Gary Lawrence 
in his 1998 paper “The Future of Local Agenda 21 in the New Millennium” ? 
He commented  that a  “segment of our society who fear ‘one-world government’ 
and a UN invasion of the United States through which our individual freedom would 
be stripped away would actively work to defeat any elected official who 
joined ‘the conspiracy’ by undertaking LA21. So, we call our processes 
something else, such as comprehensive planning, growth management or 
smart growth.” 
 
Thomas Jefferson voiced his own concerns in his 1787 letter to James 
Madison:  "I think our governments will remain virtuous for many centuries; 
as long as they are chiefly agricultural...When they get piled upon one 
another in large cities, as in Europe, they will become corrupt as in 
Europe."  
 
A presentation by the TJPDC on its “Livability Project” is on your agenda 
today. I have participated in their process, and compliment their efforts to 
provide a fair and open public assessment of their selected portions of City 
and County Comprehensive Plans, and the 1998 Sustainability Accords.  
However, good-faith efforts do not alone make for a scientifically valid 
survey result. They reported that a bit over 600 respondents had chosen to 
take the Livability Survey.  The survey itself was not constructed as a 
statistically valid study, and was open to anyone wishing to answer.  That  
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might include activists having a vested interest in various components of 
the plan, be it bike paths, hiking trails, green-energy advocates, historical 
preservation activists, or rural residents requesting better county roads. The 
greater Charlottesville/Albemarle County population is over 100,000.  The 
responses of these 600 individuals to a non-scientific questionnaire cannot 
be fairly described as representing the wishes of the public at large. 
 
Thank you, 
 
Charles Battig, MD 
VA-Scientists and Engineers for Energy and Environment  
 
 
 


