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Course Description 
 
This is a practice-oriented course on state and local growth management, local planning and land 
use administration, local affordable housing programs, and related special topics.   The course 
will have a national perspective, with some discussion of specific programs in New Jersey. As a 
seminar, the course format will involve a general lecture by the instructor each week on the 
central themes of the topics to be covered that week.  Students will be expected to make periodic 
presentations on individual assigned readings, as determined by the instructor, and lead 
discussions.   Students will complete a set of practice-oriented assignments that are typical of 
real-world problems that professional planners handle on a daily basis.   These assignments are 
designed so that the student can show a potential employer hands-on skills.  
 
Changes in Course 
We will spend about two classes attempting to learn how to use CommunityViz, a software 
extension to ArcGIS.  CommunityViz offers a wide array of tools for visualization, analysis, and 
communication about planning alternatives and their impacts.  Its way of working with maps, 
information, and plans is called scenario planning.  CommunityViz comes with a series of self-
guided tutorials and supporting data.  We will do the general introductory tutorial and the build-
out analysis.  I am convinced that land use planners will be using CommunityViz or something 
like it to formulate plans in the future (I was trained in using tracing paper and Prismacolor 
markers).   Much of this is dependent, however, on the availability of the computer lab on the 
third floor.  CommunityViz is installed on the first 25 computers, and there is a GIS class being 
taught at the same time by Professor Michael Smart.  I have talked to him about doing a joint 
effort with both classes doing the tutorials.  Alternately, I may schedule the lab at another time or 
break you up into groups and have you go through the selected tutorials on your own.  
(WARNING:  I am not a GIS wizard, but you will have to know this stuff). 
 
I am going to spend a little more time lecturing on form-based codes.  If you work in a planning 
department or for a consulting firm that specializes in development codes, you are going to have 
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to know more about them.  I remain somewhat dubious about their benefit over conventional 
zoning and there have not been any empirical or rigorous case studies that indicate their 
superiority.  Everything we know about them is anecdotal and the anecdotes usually come from 
the people who make a living formulating them. I have eliminated a discussion of regional 
planning to make time for the other changes.  If you are interested in regional planning, I can 
recommend several books on the topic, although I can’t attest to their objectivity. 
 
We will move at a pace that allows us to cover the material and gives you the opportunity to 
present your homework assignments to your classmates.  Consequently, we may not cover every 
topic in this syllabus. 
 
Learning Objectives 
 
At the conclusion of this course, students should understand and have a critical perspective on: 
 

• The statutory basis of land use and environmental planning and regulation, in the context 
of a review of constitutional principles. 

• The historic development of planning and zoning enabling statutes in the U.S. and the 
model laws and studies that support them. 

• The administrative rulemaking process that applies to state programs 
• The leading state growth management and affordable housing programs, including an 

assessment of their consequences, as described in the empirical literature. 
• The organization, operation, interpretation and effect of land development regulations 

including zoning ordinances, site plan ordinances, subdivision regulations, and impact 
fees. 

• The principles of land use ordinance drafting 
• Innovative land development regulations, including planned developments, form-based 

codes, and environmental resource-based regulations 
• The structure and operation of local planning and zoning boards and their political 

dynamics 
• The administration of development regulations and reforms. 
• Oral and written presentations before local boards and commissions 

 
Required Texts 
 
Merriam, Dwight.  2005. The Complete Guide to Zoning:  How Real Estate Owners and 
Developers Can Create and Preserve Property Values.  New York:  McGraw-Hill. 
 
Solnit, Albert, with Charles Reed, Peggy Glassford, and Duncan Erley. 1988. The Job of the 
Practicing Planner.  Chicago:  Planners Press.  
 
Optional Text 
 
Eliott, Donald L, Matthew Goebel, and Chad Meadows.  2012.  The Rules that Shape Urban 
Form, Planning Advisory Service Report No. 570.  Chicago:  American Planning Association, 
October.   
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Other required readings or optional readings will be placed on the Sakai site for the course. 
 
 
Course Grading 
 
The final course grade will be based on the following: 
 

Midterm    30 % 
Final exam    30 % 
Class participation   10% 
Homework Assignments  30% 
 TOTAL                  100% 
 

Grades are as follows: 
 
A:   90 percent or more 
B+: 87 to less than 90 percent  
B:   80 to less than 87 percent 
C+: 77 percent to less than 80 percent 
C:   70 percent to less than 77 percent 
F:   Less than 70 percent 

 
Exams  
 
The midterm and final examination will be a series of essay questions based on the readings, 
lectures, and class discussion.  Each examination is worth 30% of the final grade.  The instructor 
is amenable to conducting review sessions prior to each examination, subject to agreement by the 
class on date and time. 
 
Homework and Class Paper 
 
There will be four practice-oriented assignments, including:   
 
(1) reading and evaluation of a zoning or development code, with a presentation to the class; (2) 
preparation of a short ordinance, and supporting report, on a specific planning matter, with a 
presentation to the class; (3) preparation of an expert report on a planning application (such as a 
rezoning, variance, or conditional use permit), with a formal presentation to the class as if the 
class were a board; and (4) a report on a planning board or zoning board meeting in New Jersey 
or Pennsylvania.  The buildout analysis report for CommunityViz will simply be a requirement 
of the course, with no grade (it’s also something you can put on your resume).  The 
CommunityViz assignment will involve two tutorials on the software program.   
 
 
(1)  Reading and evaluation of a zoning or development code.  You are to identify a zoning or 
unified development code for a local government, and preferably a university community or a 
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middle- or upper-middle income suburb where there has been development pressure.  All 
communities must be outside New Jersey.  Try to locate a code that is 200 pages or less.  All 
codes must be online and your evaluation must contain the link to the code.  
Some suggested jurisdictions: 

• Highland Park, Illinois 
• Oxford, Ohio 
• Chapel Hill, North Carolina 
• Delaware, Ohio 
• Wellesley, Massachusetts 
• Davis, California 
• Happy Valley, Oregon 
• Athens, Georgia 
• Centerville, Ohio 
• Davis, California 
• Your hometown 

Read through the code and prepare an evaluation memo of not more than 10 pages, double-
spaced.  In the evaluation memo, do at least each of the following: 
 

(a)  Describe the type of community the code was prepared for, and provide population 
and economic information, land area and related information about the local government 
(no more than three paragraphs) 
(b) Summarize the organization and format of the code, including whether the code uses 
tables and graphics. 
(c) Describe the highlights of the code—parts of the code that are innovative or unusual 
or simply interesting. 
(d) Assess the code’s readability and user-friendliness.  Is the code clearly written and are 
the procedures and standards understandable to a layperson?  Give examples, pro and 
con.   
(e) Describe what you think the vision of the community is—what kind of community 
will result from the implementation of the code.  What kind of problems is the code 
trying to solve, if any? 
(f) Provide a concluding statement as to whether you think the code is an effective 
regulatory document. 
 

As part of the report, prepare a PowerPoint presentation that summarizes your memo.  Be 
creative. 
 
The instructor has posted materials on the website that will help you. 
 
(2) Preparation of a short ordinance, and supporting report, on a specific planning matter, with 
a presentation to the class.  You are to prepare a short ordinance on a single topic that is 
presenting a problem to a hypothetical community, with a supporting memorandum that details 
your research, the alternatives you considered, and your recommended approach.  The 
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memorandum is to include a bibliography of sources, including monographs like Planning 
Advisory Service reports published by the American Planning Associates, and ordinances from 
various communities.  The ordinance can be on one of the following topics:  (a) permitting urban 
agriculture, such as the raising of chickens or keeping of bees, in a city or mature suburb, and 
under what conditions;  (b) regulating development on steep slopes or hillsides; (c)  defining and 
regulating fraternity and sorority houses in university districts or neighborhoods that still contain 
single-family homes; (d) landscaping and screening parking lots; (e) regulating small wind 
turbines; or (f) some other type of development issue, as approved by the instructor.   For the 
sake of simplicity, propose the ordinance in a format to fit in with the code you reviewed for 
your first homework assignment.  In each case, you will need to propose definitions (there is a 
complete Planning Advisory Service report, The Planner’s Dictionary, on the website) or 
amendments to existing definitions, standards, procedures (unless you incorporate existing 
procedures), and where in the code the new ordinance will be located.  You will also need to 
determine who approves the use or development. 
 
(3) Preparation of an expert report on a planning application, with a formal presentation to the 
class as if the class were a board. You will prepare a staff report to the planning board or board 
of zoning adjustment on either a rezoning, a variance application, or a conditional use.  Your 
instructor will select a municipality that is accessible by N.J. Transit rail and bus and will obtain 
materials from an existing case file that will serve as the basis for this assignment.  More 
information will be forthcoming on this assignment.  Materials on the preparation of staff 
reports, including numerous real-world examples, are posted on the Sakai website in a separate 
file folder. 
 
(4) A report on a planning board or zoning board meeting in New Jersey or Pennsylvania. You 
are to prepare a report on a planning board/commission or zoning board of adjustment/appeals 
meeting that occurs sometime during the Spring 2015 semester.  The meeting can be in either 
New Jersey or Pennsylvania.  The report should be in memorandum form and be no longer than 
five single-spaced pages long.  The report should do the following: 
 

(a) Describe in general terms the nature of the issues, projects, or plans before the board 
or commission; 
 
(b) Describe the role that the professional planner or planning staff assumed in providing 
advice or recommendations to the board; 
 
(c) Evaluate how the board members addressed these issues, projects, or plans in terms of 
responding to applicants, the public, and the professional planning staff; 
 
(d) Evaluate the advice or recommendations provided by the professional planner or 
planning staff in terms of its approach (e.g., extent of research, identification of 
consequences or impacts, relationship to development regulations or planning principles) 
and persuasiveness.  Include in your evaluation what you would have done differently, if 
appropriate. 
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Class participation/homework/course expectations:  
 

(1) Readings for each class meeting are assigned below and students must complete all 
readings before each respective class, except for the first class.  This is especially critical 
for CommunityViz. 

(2) Class attendance and participation in discussion are required, with students frequently 
asked to present and critique assigned readings or homework assignments.  When 
students are required to present and critique readings, the instructor will grade as follows: 
Each presentation will be graded 0 to 3 (0 being inadequate and 3 being superior).  

(3) There will be no time extensions granted for assignments, except in the cases of 
emergencies. 

(4) Plagiarism or cheating in any manner is not tolerated and will result in a grade of 0 (or 
zero) for the assignment in question. Please see and familiarize yourself with the current 
Academic Integrity document on the Rutgers website: 
http://academicintegrity.rutgers.edu/integrity.shtml. 

(5) The instructor retains the right to modify this syllabus and student responsibilities for the 
course as needed. 

(6) Yes, there is a lot of reading, but the only way to learn this material is to immerse 
yourself in the literature and master it. That’s why you came to the planning program at 
Rutgers. 

 
 
January 26, 2015 
Course overview; the emergence of state planning and zoning legislation, including model acts; 
locating state planning and zoning enabling legislation; early state and regional planning 
initiatives, including voluntary plans 
 
Readings: 
 

• Standard State Zoning Enabling Act (1926).  
• Standard City Planning Enabling Act (1928). 
• Solnit, 13-19.  
• Stuart Meck, “Model Planning and Zoning Legislation: A Short History,” in 

Modernizing State Planning Statutes: The Growing Smart Working Papers, Vol. 1, 
Planning Advisory Service Report No. 462/463 (Chicago, American Planning 
Association, 1996): 2-17. 

• Allison Dunham, “A Legal and Economic Basis for City Planning,” 58 Columbia 
Law Review 650 (1958).  

 
February 2, 2015 
Review of constitutional basis of land use regulation, including First, Fifth, and Fourteenth 
Amendments; nuisance; eminent domain; takings; substantive due process; equal protection; the 
role of state constitutions; the five periods of land use control. 
 
Readings: 
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• Norman Williams, Jr., and John Taylor, “The Five Periods of American Land Use 
Controls” from Williams and John M. Taylor, American Land Planning Law (Thomson 
West, Revised Edition 2009). 

 
February 9, 2015 
Administration and implementation of plans by local governments; the zoning/comprehensive 
plan consistency doctrine; the structure and contents of local development regulations, including 
zoning ordinances, subdivision regulations, site plan review ordinances, and related development 
controls; the roles of planning boards and commissions, and administrative staff; the political 
dynamics of planning and zoning boards; strategies and tactics by proponents and opponents in 
the land development process. 
 
Readings: 
 

• Solnit, 1-11, 181-195. 
• Merriam, 1-60. 
• Harland Bartholomew, “What is Comprehensive Zoning?” in National Conference on 

City Planning, New York, Planning Problems of Town, City, and Region:  Papers 
and Discussions (1928): 47-71. 

• Stuart Meck, “The Legislative Requirement that Zoning and Land Use Controls Be 
Consistent with an Independently Adopted Local Comprehensive Plan: A Model 
Statute,” 3 Washington University Journal of Law & Policy 395 (2000). 

• Brian W. Ohm, “Consistency,” Zoning Practice, November 2005. 
• Arista Strungys, “Mapping Principles for Rezonings,” Zoning Practice, December 

2011. 
 

February 16, 2015 
Administration and implementation of plans, continued; the development review process and 
why it goes awry; the zoning hearing examiner; the operating budget; the capital budget and 
capital improvement program; researching and drafting land development regulations. 
 
Readings:  
 

• Studies of development review processes by Paul Zucker, George Arimes, and others 
posted on Sakai (skim). 

• Stuart Meck, “The CIP:  A Planning Commissioner’s Powerful Tool,” The 
Commissioner, Spring 1996 (American Planning Association). 

• Stuart Meck and Rebecca Retzlaff, “The Zoning Hearing Examiner: Origins, Evolution, 
and Status in Statutes and Case Law," Planning and Environmental Law 59:7 (July 
2007): 3-10. 

• New Hampshire Office of Energy & Planning, The Planning Board in New Hampshire:  
A Handbook for Local Officials (Concord, NH: OEP, October 2009), Chapter 6 (Capital 
Improvement Programming) (this is an excellent publication). 

• City of Eugene, Oregon, Capital Improvement Program 2010-2005 (February 2009) 
(skim—very good document). 
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• Paul Rasmussen, “Drafting Ordinances,” in Stuart Meck and Edith M. Netter, eds., A 
Planner’s Guide to Land Use Law (Chicago:  Planners Press, 1983): 310-330. 

• Elizabeth A. Garvin, “Unraveling the Mysteries of Code Writing,” The Commissioner, 
Summer 2003. 

 
Homework Assignment 1 Due—Each student will present his/her findings in reviewing and 
assessing a zoning code.  Presentations are not to exceed 10 minutes. 
 
February 23, 2015 
The role of administrative rule-making in implementing state laws; limitations on state agencies; 
the Quiet Revolution in Land Use Control; contemporary state-level growth management laws 
(Florida, Oregon, New Jersey, Washington); assessment of their impact. 
 
 
Readings: 
 

• Gabor Zovanyi, “The Role of Initial Statewide Smart-Growth Legislation in Advancing 
the Tenets of Smart Growth,” 39 Urban Lawyer 371 (2007). 

• Frank Popper, “Understanding American Land Use Regulation Since 1970: A Revisionist 
Interpretation,” Journal of the American Planning Association, 54: 3 (1988): 291 — 301. 

• Nancy Stroud, “A History and New Turns in Florida’s Growth Management Reform,” 46 
John Marshall L. Rev. 397 (2012). 

• Edward J. Sullivan, “The Quiet Revolution Goes West:  The Oregon Planning Program 
1961-2011,” 46 John Marshall L. Rev. 357 (2012). 

March 2, 2015 
Contemporary state-level growth management laws, continued. 
 
Readings: 
 

• Rebecca Lewis, Gerrit-Jan Knaap, and Jungyul Sohn, “'Managing Growth With Priority 
Funding Areas: A Good Idea Whose Time Has Yet to Come,” Journal of the American 
Planning Association: 75:4 (2009): 457- 478. 

• John I.  Carruthers, “The Impacts of State Growth Management Programmes:  A 
Comparative Analysis,” Urban Studies 39:11(2002): 1959-1982. 

• Gregory Ingram et al., Smart Growth Policies: An Evaluation of Programs and Outcomes 
(Cambridge, MA:  Lincoln Institute of Land Policy, 2009), Chapter 9 (Summary and 
Recommendations): http://www.lincolninst.edu/pubs/Smart-Growth-Policies-Ch-9-
Summary.pdf 

 
Access to full report: http://www.lincolninst.edu/pubs/smart-growth-policies.aspx 
 

• Daniel R. Mandelker, “Implementing State Growth Management Programs:  Alternatives 
and Recommendations,” 46 John Marshall L. Rev. 357 (2012). 
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March 9, 2015 
Midterm 
 
Spring Recess---March 14 to 22, 2015 
 
 
March 23, 2015 
Structure and implementation of subdivision and site plan regulation; site plan and subdivision 
review; performance bonds; escrow and inspection charges; developer’s agreements; off-tract 
improvements.  
 
Readings: 
 

• Solnit, 37-113. 
• Leslie S. Pollock and Arista Strungys, “Why Do Site Plan Review?” Zoning Practice, 

November 2007. 
• Stuart Meck, “Subdivision Control:  A Primer for Planning Commissioners,” The 

Commissioner, Fall 1996. 
• Maine State Planning Office, Site Plan Review Manual, October 1997 (skim). 
• Southwest Region Planning Commission, Subdivision and Site Plan Review Manual 

(Keene, NH, SWRPC, 2001) (skim). 

Homework Assignment 2 due: preparation of a short ordinance, and supporting report, on a 
specific planning matter 
 
March 30, 2015 
Writing and presenting staff reports and testifying before boards and courts; types of 
development decisions and supporting reports (variances, conditional uses, rezoning, 
subdivision, site plan, design review, and appeals); the planner as an expert witness. 
 
Readings:   
 

• Merriam, 131-221. 
• Solnit, 139-149. 
• Stuart Meck and Marya Morris, “Better Staff Reports,” Zoning Practice, November 

2004. 
• Stuart Meck, “Better Site Visits,” Zoning Practice, February 2005. 
• Jack Siegel, “Preparation of a Zoning Trial,” in Stuart Meck and Edith M. Netter, eds., A 

Planner’s Guide to Land Use Law (Chicago:  Planners Press, 1983): 356-362. 
• W. Anthony Wiles, “The Use of Expert Witnesses in Litigation,” in Stuart Meck and 

Edith M. Netter, eds., A Planner’s Guide to Land Use Law (Chicago:  Planners Press, 
1983): 363-369. 
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• Mark S. Dennison, “Zoning Not In Accordance with a Comprehensive Plan,” Proof of 
Facts (2007), Section III (Testimony). 

• Mark S. Dennison, “Change in Character of Neighborhood Necessary to Justify 
Rezoning,” Proof of Facts (2007), Section III (Testimony). 

• Gail Easley, “Conditional Uses:  Using Discretion, Hoping for Certainty,” Zoning 
Practice, May 2006. 

 
April 6, 2015 
Local growth management programs; Petaluma, Ramapo, and other growth management cases; 
adequate public facilities ordinances; development impact fees; their structure and 
administration; enabling legislation requirements; program design issues; urban containment 
programs; urban growth boundaries. 
 
Readings: 
 

• Stuart Meck and Rebecca Retzlaff, “The Emergence of Growth Management 
Planning in the United States: The Case of Golden v. Planning Board of Town of  
Ramapo and Its Aftermath,” Journal of Planning History, 7(2) (2008): 113-157. 

• Golden v. Planning Board of Town of Ramapo, 30 N.Y.2d 359, 285 N.E.2d 291, 334 
N.Y.S.2d 138 (1972). 

• Construction Industry Association of Sonoma County v. City of Petaluma, 522 F. 2d 
897 (9th Cir. 1975). 

• City of Petaluma General Plan, 2008 (skim): 
http://cityofpetaluma.net/genplan/finalgp2025.html 

• Stuart Meck, Gen. Editor, Growing Smart Legislative Guidebook:  Model Statutes for 
Planning and the Management of Change, 2002 Edition (Chicago: American 
Planning Association), Section 6-201.1 (Urban Growth Areas); Note 6B—A Note on 
Urban Growth Areas and Regional Planning; Section 8-602 (Development Impact 
Fees); 8-603 (Concurrency; Provision of Adequate Public Facilities); Section 8-604 
(Moratorium on Issuance of Development Permits for a Definite Term). 

• Newport Partners, LLC., and Virginia Polytechnic Institute and State University, 
Impact Fees and Housing Affordability:  A Guidebook for Practitioners, prepared for 
the, U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD) (Washington, DC:  
HUD, September 2008), Chapters 1, 2, and 4; skim remaining chapters. 

• Oregon Department of Land Conservation and Development, Urban Growth 
Boundaries, Oregon Administrative Rules 660, 
http://arcweb.sos.state.or.us/rules/OARS_600/OAR_660/660_024.html 

• Rolf Pendall et al., Holding the Line:  Urban Containment in the United States, A 
Discussion Paper for the Brookings Center on Urban and Metropolitan Policy, August 
2002. 
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April 13, 2015 
Innovative land use regulations; planned unit development; form-based codes; performance 
zoning; environmental resource-based codes; redevelopment plans and ordinances and their 
impact.   Note:  The lecture for this week is subject to change. 
 
Presentation and critique of professional reports by class members. 
 
Homework Assignment 3 due: Preparation of an expert report on a planning application, with a 
formal presentation to the class as if the class were a board.   
 
Readings:  
 

• The Codes Project, http://codesproject.asu.edu/codes/5 (skim codes for U.S.) 
• Congress for the New Urbanism, Codifying New Urbanism, Summary Table of Codes 

(2004).  Note:  follow the links for examples of New Urbanist Codes.  The instructor will 
also add links to form-based codes on the course website. 

• Daniel R. Mandelker, “Planned Unit Development and Master-Planned Communities:  
Review and Approval Processes,” Zoning Practice (June 2007).  

• Mary E. Madden and Bill Spikowski, “Place Making with Form-Based Codes,” Urban 
Land (September 2006): 174-178. 

• Robert Sitkowski and Brian Ohm, “Form-Based Land Development Regulations,” 38 
Urban Lawyer 163 (2006). 

• Arista Strungys, “Five Steps to a Hybrid Code,” Zoning Practice (September 2008). 
• Michael Lewyn, “New Urbanist Zoning for Dummies,” 58 Ala. L. Rev. 257 (2006). 
• State of Washington, Department of Community Trade and Economic Development 

(CTED), Growth Management Division, Critical Areas Assistance Handbook (2003) 
(skim). 

• Duany Plater-Zyberk, SmartCode Version 9.2 (2009) (skim). 
• Chicago Metropolitan Agency for Planning, Form-Based Codes:  A Step-by-Step Guide 

for Communities, prepared by Opticos, Inc (2013) (skim). 

April 20, 2015 
CommunityViz; suitability analysis; land use designer and sketch tools; buildout analyses. 
 

• Orton Family Foundation and Placeways LLC, Community Viz Tutorials (2012) 
(Tutorial 1, pp. 4-19; Tutorial 5, pp. 71-79. 

Week 14, April 28, 2014 
CommunityViz, continued; state, regional, and local affordable housing planning and 
implementation; evaluation of state-specific programs (Massachusetts, Rhode Island, 
Connecticut, Oregon, Illinois, California, New Jersey, etc.).  
  
Readings:  
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• Stuart Meck, Rebecca Retzlaff, and James Schwab, Regional Approaches to Affordable 

Housing, Planning Advisory Service Report No. 513/514 (Chicago:  American Planning 
Association, February 2003), Chapters 4, 6, and 8. 

• Paul G. Lewis, “Can State Review of Local Planning Increase Housing Production?”  
Housing Policy Debate 16(2) (2005): 173-200. 

• Spencer M. Cowan, “Anti-Snob Land Use Laws, Suburban Exclusion, and Housing 
Opportunity,” Journal of Urban Affairs 28(3) (2006): 295-313.  

• New Jersey Department of Community Affairs Fair Housing Act website: 
http://www.nj.gov/dca/services/lps/hss/ [this will be subject to change, no doubt, 
depending on the N.J. Supreme Court’s decision on the Third Round rules for the fair 
share housing program]. 

 
May 4, 2015 
The design of local affordable housing programs; fair-share housing ordinances, affordability 
controls, inclusionary zoning, incentive zoning, and density bonuses; mandatory set asides; the 
problem of regulatory barriers to affordable housing. 
 
Homework Assignment 4 Due--Brief presentation on your report—not more than 10 minutes. 
 

• Rolf Pendall, “Local Zoning and the Chain of Exclusion,” Journal of the American 
Planning Association, 66(2) (2000): 125-142. 

• Stuart Meck, et. al., Model Smart Growth Land Development Regulations, Interim 
Planning Advisory Service Report (Chicago:  American Planning Association, March 
2006), Chapter 4, Section 4.4, Model Affordable Housing Density Bonus Ordinance. 

• Nicholas J. Brunick, “The Inclusionary Housing Debate: The Effectiveness of Mandatory 
Programs Over Voluntary Programs, Part 1.” Zoning Practice (September 2004).  

• ________________. “Inclusionary Housing: Proven Success in Large Cities, Part II,”            
Zoning Practice (October 2004). 

• Jenny Schuetz et al., “31 Flavors of Inclusionary Zoning: Comparing Policies From San 
Francisco, Washington, DC, and Suburban Boston,” Journal of the American Planning 
Association 75 (4) (2009): 441- 456. 

READING DAYS:  May 5 and 6, 2015 
 
Final Examination—May 11, 2015 (tentative, subject to class discussion) 
 
/sm 
 

12 
 

http://www.nj.gov/dca/services/lps/hss/

