1. Wildfire mitigation is a major problem in Florida. Should there be a role for foresters in the development approval process? 
· Yes. They can provide valuable input as far as reducing the exposure and vulnerability to wildfire, even if it’s urban wildfire.

· Yes, both gov't and private

· yes

· Each project should be required to produce and utilize an approved conservation and preservation land management plan.

· yes

· Yes. I would think they of course should be involved in the development approval process where the potential is high for wildfires to occur.

· There should be an overlay district established for areas most susceptible to wildfires and the site plan review process should include review by the urban forester.
· Yes, that would make sense.
· Absolutely
· Foresters should have a role in the development approvals were local governments have a forester on staff
· Yes
· Foresters could serve an advisory role
2. If you had one wish, what would you do about the forthcoming "Recovery economy"?
· Have planning departments work in cooperation with the banking industry to release the foreclosed homes that they are holding onto to create affordable housing.

· Become more energy independent

· Move away from a carbon based economy

· Modify the regulations that are in conflict with high quality urban development. Concurrency regulations and the unfair calculation of proportionate share contributions related to transportation mitigation are two examples.

· Buy native habitat and build bicycle paths

· Include monies for work other than immediate start up construction jobs.

· No comment--not my expertise. It would be wild speculation.

· Sensible, sustainable development.

· Strengthen growth management, give DCA more powers and make them use them. The slowdown and overbuilt situation are a perfect time to do this.
· Retrofit/recycle our empty boom-burbs
· Using the climate change platform to be the foundation for making decisions on how the recovery economy. 
· People begin taking responsibility for themselves and stop expecting the government to take care of them
3.
 In her book Energy in America, author Ingrid Kelley states: "To break dependence on oil, stop contributing to global warming, and build resilient cities that can thrive in an age of energy and climate uncertainty, the bottom line for local government is this: reduce energy consumption and produce energy locally". How will this evolve in Florida? 

· Florida has a couple of easily accessible clean, green, renewable resources.......solar or sun energy and wind. Both are not being used to their potential. Both should be. The Feds and State need to step in and activitely support its development and use by homeowners
· Biofuels with non-consumption crops, solar power need to be developed on a scale that is sustainable economically, Florida colleges need to partner with companies and agencies in the forefront of these technologies, local and state tax incentives are needed
· Will need a major commitment to mass transit and to solar arrays for homes and businesses.
· Green design incentives in LDR's, regional approaches to water quality and conservation lands, and investments in advancing solar energy as a primary resource should be focuses.
· Get rid of the outmoded theory of concurrency. Allow mixed us. Allow short cuts for bicycles and pedestrians. Facilitate solar, improve insulation,
· I am dead set against drilling in near shore areas along Florida's coasts. They can drill for oil and gas some place else. Yes, there are opportunities other than oil and natural gas to produce energy locally, such as solar power wind power, Biofuels, incineration, nuclear energy.
· Collaborative efforts among federal, state, and local governments, industry leaders, LEEDS professionals in developing Green strategies and mandatory policies and regulatory measures plus incentives for implementing green actions.
· Transportation oriented development and pedestrian friendly communities. Require interconnectivity between developments and do not allow for gated communities. Roads, roads and more roads have led to sprawl and more sprawl. We need more compact development that is environmentally sensitive.
· Reduce consumption is easy in theory; higher density, more mixed uses; less driving. It will take political will power we probably don't have to make it work For energy sources, we should maximize designs that use solar energy; also consider wind farms; otherwise I don't see much we can do for local energy sources
· It should not. Energy policy is best addressed at the national and global levels
· Solar Power initiatives will need to be funded and mandatory use of solar will need to be adopted in order for this effort to work.
· No Response
4. Consider this statement: "Yesterday's solutions are today's problems." How does this statement reflect current conditions in Florida?
· Florida is still fighting urban sprawl. Rural or suburban roadways and other infrastructure are too easy and cheap to build. We need to strengthen legislation that will promote in-fill and not sprawl.
· Sprawl growth on "cheap" land was the fuel that drove the economic engine for decades
· We are still dealing with yesterday's problems , they are today's problems and we lack leadership to find solutions
· Growth Management legislation and many of the unintended results; Concurrency Management that forces development to cheap land with roadway capacity; wetland mitigation for isolated locations and not a regional mitigation and land resource plan are some.
· Required minimum parking standards reflect a landscape dedicated to private automobile use. I suggest a maximum limit on parking. Thus, instead of requiring 3 spaces per 1,000 sq. ft. of retail, How allowing no more than 2 spaces per 1,000 sq. ft. of retail. Then require pedestrian and bicycle connections, bicycle racks. Also require residential associated with commercial.
· urban sprawl, interstate highways running directly through the cities, keeping taxes among the lowest in the country,
· Clichés won't help solve problems or capture opportunities--especially the one stated in item #4.
· Road building seemed to be a solution but it created the problems of cars with single occupants and single land use subdivisions. We need to think further ahead and look back at what worked before we "solved" old "problems"
· The statement is accurate.
· Rural village concepts being adopted without requiring mass transit links.
· Poor decisions in the past have created our sprawl and our destruction of our natural resources.
5. Massachusetts changed the way it distributes state funding for local infrastructure by developing a smart growth scorecard to reward communities that increase housing production in smart locations. Is this a tool that could or should be used in Florida?
· Tools like this are not widely promoted or advertised. They should be because they could have some utility or merit in Florida.
· Possibly. However, since a large part of utility expansion is thru bond sales by local (not state) agencies/private firms - and this expansion is often not "smart location" by any means - this approach would likely have a minor impact on our problems of sprawl.
· We could experiment, but I doubt the majority of state infrastructure funds in MA are allocated that way,.
· Incentives to development in the form and in the location desired is always better than a punitive approach. The development community follows the "trend" in what the market demands and allows. If the right kind of development can be profitable, that is what we will get. I am not familiar with the specifics of the Massachusetts plan so I can't say we should adopt that specific tool.
· I personally have found the Florida Department of Community Affairs and their dogmatic adherence to prescriptive planning to be the biggest deterrent to creative, smart growth. But, on to your question. I do not recall getting any infrastructure money from the State, but if we do, it should be dependent on smart planning not just smart locations. It is not just an issue of smart locations for housing but also smart locations for retail and smart connections.
· Possibly. I do not know much about Massachusetts program to comment on it at any length and how it would apply to Florida.
· The Massachusetts approach was developed as an incentive for investment in housing where laissez faire policy was not effective. Where similar conditions exist in FL--Yes.
· Maybe - not sure how "smart locations" are defined.
· Yes
· Yes. Yes
· I think that's a great tool. Those who are trying should be the first ones rewarded.
6. Should the American Planning Association conduct more public educational programs to build community capacity and planning leadership at all levels (federal, state and chapter)? If so, how? 

· Yes. It should begin at the local level with local government leaders, and then spread to the citizens. Most people don't know or understand what planners do. A strong layman education program is needed.
· Probably, local elected officials only hear from consultants and public agency staff that are pushing growth to pay for expanded gov't services. It would be beneficial to explain the consequences of this type of biased information to the elected officials. Not likely to actually get done, but a noble idea
· APA should look for community partners to support yes, especially across the professional elements such as planner to traffic engineer.

· Yes. Planning ought to be on newsstands.
· Yes. There should be travelling National APA representatives that come to the states to make presentations on public educational programs.
· Yes. See APA AICP continuing education website.
· Yes, particularly at local levels - provide chapters with tools and presentations that can be shown to the local community.
· It is a good idea but probably won't work. I don't see more public interest or participation until specific NIMBY situations arise.
· No. We have enough already.
· Yes 
· Not sure it would help those who are not in the Planning or development field.
7. "The recovery process is fraught with challenges, but planners have the perfect skill set to manage post-disaster reconstruction and ultimately make a difference in a community". How true is this statement? 

· Somewhat true. Planners that have experienced major disaster recovery and redevelopment have the best skills. Their experiences and expertise should be shared much more than what is being shared now. Any planner can write a post-disaster recovery/redevelopment plan. But if "the big one" hits, I would like to know from planners with experience what does and doesn't work.
· In theory is could be true. In reality, most local planners are unprepared for a true post disaster reconstruction. The use of focused FEMA sponsored post-disaster teams drawn from pools of experienced planners is the actual real solution in these cases. Actual "real" local planners will be homeless, out of work and as confused as the general population until a seasoned professional recovery team in under way and establishing basic infrastructure - similar to the New Orleans experience
· Planners can be part of a team, they have important skill sets but they are not miracle workers. Leaders will be elected officials and prominent business persons.
· We look to the future taking a broad and holistic approach rather than addressing the immediate with results that often prohibit the best long range solution.
· Yes
· Certainly much more true than skill sets of other professions. Planners have a broader knowledge perspective when approaching post-disaster reconstruction than, let's say an engineer, or a construction worker.
· Not very. The recovery process involves a collaborative multi-disciplinary approach. Planners can serve in the cadre of professionals, assist, and help develop plans and management strategies but planner also need the expertise of others because planners DO NOT "have the perfect skill set."
· Somewhat true, but not entirely. We can create the plans for the infrastructure to support reconstruction, but in the end there needs to be market support for reconstruction
· Very true for professionals but encumbered with a major problem with the politicians.
· Potentially true, but first we must renew the profession.
· Some what true. I think some planners are not trained for this type of work.
· Planners have the right tools; we just have to be given the chance to use them to help.
8. Is the current moment of economic crisis the right time to talk about getting more efficiency out of the existing system by linking transportation, housing and land use? 
· Yes, but in Florida it is an excuse to gut the laws that protect the environment and water resources.
· Yes, it is always the right time.
· Absolutely. And this does not mean just the implementation of ITS and other technological advances although that is one part. Providing connectivity in the transportation system, changes land use plan to allow or even promote mixed use development and a renewed focus on multiple transportation options with equal priority in funding should be a high priority.
· Yes
· Yes. I think we are in for a period of more frugal living with regard to households, and also by local governments, and by businesses too. People will have a greater desire toward efficient use of resources as a result of the serious economic downturn we are experiencing. It won't go back to the good ol' days of such easy credit and shop till you drop at the malls and no worry or care about saving anything.
· Planners have been working to accomplish this linkage for many years. Obviously, anytime is the right time.
· To the extent that developers believe that they could become more profitable by creating these stronger linkages, the answer is "yes."
· Absolutely; the overbuilt situation and stimulus funding provide an ideal opportunity. As people try to save $$ these links and the economies they should achieve should be especially well received. 
· Yes. If not now when?
· The perfect time.
· I think it is, because increased efficiency is a way to help ourselves through this rough time.
9. Does planning adequately address the protection of people, property and infrastructure that is located near water and subject to high risk of loss from natural disasters? In your opinion, is it fair to require everyone to pay for losses incurred by those who choose to live on or close to water, or is there a point at which one must personally assume the additional risk? 
· Not really. Most barrier island evacuation plans are inadequate to actually get the majority of people out of harms way in a reasonable time frame. On the issue of "preventing" the establishment of these investments on barrier islands, well that battle was lost about 30 years ago. On the issue of "fair" - flood insurance only covers $250,000 for damages from rising water - so the owners of coastal properties are covering most of their risk already. Remember that flooding also occurs outside of coastal and tidal areas - just as those along the Red River in Iowa
· Planning does not adequately address building and construction located on or near the water. Allowable densities and spatial requirements for safer living on or near water must be addressed much better than what exists today. Planning must work with the building or construction industry to greatly strengthen codes to build both flood resistant (provide mitigation from floods) and very high wind resistant structures. Flood insurance pays for the losses for those who have flood insurance policies, not the general public. Flood claims are paid out of flood premiums collected. If some do not have flood policies, they should be offered loans which must be paid back. If you can afford to live on or near the water, you should have to pay for the additional risk. They should pay the actuarially based premium rates determined by the exposure or vulnerability to risk. Federal government subsidy of flood insurance should end.
· We all live over water in Florida; therefore we are personally responsible for the common good.
· Planning does but the decision makers (elected officials) do not regularly follow the most prudent course. I do not believe that the whole should pay for the mistakes by the few.
· Planning can adequately address protection of people etc. Does it, not always. Again, the Florida DCA has prevented some very creative solutions for sheltering in place for recovery personnel. There should be individual responsibility but one of out strengths’ as a nation is that draw upon a wide area to come to people in aid where ever they may be. Please realize we all are at risk of something. Hurricanes, floods in the Midwest, wildfires in central Florida, hazardous spills in industrial areas, etc. Do not spread blame, encourage responsibility.
· Everyone wants to live by the water! No, I don't think the pubic should be paying for all those people who want to live within the floodplain and get washed out only to return and rebuild in the same place. After a flood, people should be discouraged from rebuilding and living again in the floodplain. Yes, there is a point at which one must personally assume the additional risk. 
· Yes. Yes.
· We are not doing enough to protect coastal areas. The impact on insurance rates has become obvious and maybe it is indeed time that coastal property owners shoulder more of the burden.
· There needs to be a balance. Waterfront developments generally pay higher taxes and bring tourists with their costs and benefits. But are less likely to create students. Thorough study can lead to an equitable solution
· Yes it does, but cheap insurance negates our efforts.
· There is a time when people have to assume their own risk if governments continue to allow them to rebuild in high risk areas. Unfortunately, we would never leave this people to fend for themselves if a disaster would happen.
· I think we do adequately address these issues. The entire public should not have to pay for the errors and clean up of others mistakes.
10. Are there any other planning-related questions that you would like to see included in future surveys? If so, please note your questions below for consideration

· How do we adapt to sea level rise?
· How should the Federal Government support and fund Solar Power research? What incentives should be offered to private development to build where and in the form that is most sustainable? 
· More questions, discussion on energy efficiency, the ways to save.
· Keep the questions coming - you are doing great!
· Ethics and more ethics. Also, how to get through to the politicians that this country is going through a sea-change and more regulation is becoming welcome. With the census coming up, sensible and equitable redistricting would be a useful topic, 
