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Reflections on the Berkeley Planning Joumafs Tenth Anniversary: 

Editors' Introduction to Volume 9 

Elizabeth Morris, Rolf Pendall, & Rachel Weinberger 

This year marks the tenth ann iversary of the Berkeley Planning 
journal. The end of a decade marks a good t ime to reflect on its past 
and future s ign ificance for readers, authors, editors, and the field of 
plann ing. 

The early 1 980s were marked by questions about the boundaries, 
l im its, and s ign ificance of the f ield coupled with a search for new 
parad igms. Founding ed itor H i lda B l anco, now on the facu l ty of 
Hunter Col lege, wrote: "P lann ing is a major human practice, on the 
par with science or art, ind ispensable and ever expanding in niodern 
soc iety." The founding editors wanted to push the fie ld beyond its tra· 
d it ional focus on land use. They envis ioned a Berkeley spir it or sty le 
of p lanning that drew from broad intel lectual trad itions, made a close 
connection to the socia l  sciences and soc ia l  research, and had a so
cia l  consc ience, expressed in an early rejection of the p lann ing pro
fession as merely technica l  expert ise, its crit ical attitude towards es
tab l i shed institutions, and its strong advocacy for socia l  justice. 

I n  th i s  vein ,  the earl iest volumes cal led for greater attention to i n
stitutions, the socio-pol it ical and pol it ical-economic context of plan
n i ng, and the h i stor ical condit ions that shape p lanners' ideas and 
theories. The earl iest members of the ed itor ia l  col lective were a l so 
concerned with fostering a sense of community, both in p lann ing the
ory and among themselves, to put at center stage the personal  affi l ia
tions that form the backbone of, and a great source of sati sfaction be
h ind, any profess ional and pub l i c  set of pract ices. The theme of 
commun ity and its mean ing for p lann ing was expressed a l so in a 
piece by Richard Meier, one of th is  year's authors, on "Commun ity 
Ecology." 

Editors past and present have been repeatedly cha l lenged to find 
the intel lectual relationsh ips among art ic les concerned with very d is
parate subject matters, theoretical frameworks, and research method
ologies. As B lanco wrote in 1 985, 

This  idea of p lann i ng, as a broad process l i nk ing val ues, 
knowledge and action, has enabled us as a profession to 
ma inta in  our c la im to comprehensiveness, and to extend 
our concerns beyond physical  i ssues to soc ia l ,  pol it ica l ,  

Berkeley Planning Journal 9 ( 1 994), iii-vi iii 



Berkeley Planning Journal 

envi ronmenta l ,  and economic ones. . . .  The connecting 
l ink between these articles, regardless of the scale or area 
of expertise, i s  the perspective of p lann ing. The planning 
perspective i s  cal led for i n  problem situations, or more 
genera l ly, in situations cal l i ng for publ ic dec isions. It can 
be identified as a way of making dec i sions or addressing 
problems that i s  long-range, comprehensive, [attentive to 
consequences]. reasonable, expl icit ly normative, and so
c ia l ly  responsible. 

Professor Emeritus Peter Hall once remarked that an article sub
mitted to the journal underwent the most crit ical review of any publ i
cation i n  the f ield. We take th i s  as the h ighest of compl iments. As 
editors, we have the respons ib i l ity to bring the ideas c i rculat ing in  the 
academic p lann ing community at Berkeley to a wider audience. Each 
article has been groomed by three to five reviewers in  close consulta
tion with the authors to bring it i nto the most pithy and usefu l form. 
The ideas and arguments are the contributors' , of course, but each 
year we help new scholars to find that wider audience and to bring 
interesting new work to you the reader. 

A new subscriber to the journal recently asked whether th is issue 
would have a specia l  theme. The answer she received was that, if 
anyth i ng, the Berkeley Planning journal spec ia l izes i n  being eclect ic. 
Ec lectic ism notwithstand ing, we bring d isc ip l i ne to the field through 
the editorial process; we work closely with the authors and reviewers 
to bring greater clar ity and sharpen the mult ip le v is ions with i n  the 
planning perspective. Th i s  forces us to be comprehensive in our out
look, able to work across d isparate subjects, methodologies, and theo
retical frameworks to bring out the key ideas and important arguments 
and findings. 

As in  Journals past, this year's volume reflects both the divers ity of our 
field and the sign ificance of a few important ideas and common un its 
of analys is .  Several of the art icles ins i st on the centra l ity of deta i led 
review of institutional pol i cy and pol it ics. Brian Muller's contribution 
presents new ins ights into state and local econom ic  development 
pol icy. Assi sted by his own experience and lengthy i nterviews with 
development offic ia ls  from state and loca l government, he paints a 
picture of the "entrepreneurial state" in Texas that reveals surpr is ing 
innovation at the local level---qu ite a different picture than the parti
san i nfighting, big-interest influence, and bureaucratic i nexperience 
that quickly crippled efforts at the state leve l .  

I n  an extended l i terature rev iew and essay, Balaji Parthasarathy 
also considers economic development, but from a much larger scale: 
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the long v iew of Marxist theories of Th i rd-world development. Parth
sarathy's art ic le, l i ke Mul ler's, rem inds us that we need to look to the 
local level for a complete and subt le v iew of development. Ba la j i  
notes that the now-unfash ionable Marxist models  are those with un i 
versal i st ic and stat ic v iews; other models, sti l l  Marxist, are a l so ava i l 
able, l i nk ing local (national )  condit ions to  conste l lations of  power and 
i nnovation that vary from one place to another. Rolf Pendall, l i ke 
Mul ler and Parthasarathy, places great emphasis on the s ignificance of 
local and regional i nstitutions. Penda l l ' s  art icle, on water pol l ut ion, 
asks how and why the San Francisco Bay Area has adopted part icu lar 
approaches to clean ing up u rban runoff-a thorny problem of pol it ics 
and economics that now constitutes the most sign ificant area for local 
and regional water-qual i ty regu lators. 

Two other artic les center on questions of trade-offs, values, and 
accounting. Kara Kockelman's art ic le-a cost-benefit analysis of very 
h igh speed ra i l  from Sacramento to San Diego-is both an examp le of 
r igorous accounting and a surpr i s i ngly opt im ist ic assessment of the 
potentia l  benefits of such a system. The care taken in th i s  analys is ,  
which extends to both clear economic costs and benefits and less tan
gible pros and cons, shows convinc ingly that heavy ra i l  should not be 
ruled out, despite the d isheartening news that AMTRAK wi l l  soon dis
cont inue passenger-ra i l  serv ice from the Bay Area to Sacramento. 
Richard Meier's art ic le takes us i n  a d ifferent d i rection: toward a more 
comprehensive defin ition of susta i nabi l ity, one that hearkens back to 
and extends on Meier's a rt ic le in the journal's fi rst i ssue. Although 
other authors have a lso pursued this d ifficu l t  subject, Meier percep
tively connects a term that has become muddied with the long human 
romance with accounting. Only by expanding our defin it ion of ac
counts, Meier suggests, can we develop a mean i ngfu l idea of sus
ta inabi l ity that works in both the short and the long term. 

We are especia l ly  pleased to have sponsored a roundtable on the 
"new urbanism" for inc lusion in th is year's Journal. Th is physical de
s ign movement reflects desi res for more human-scaled and susta i n
able commun ities. In such places, idea l ly  at least, households of a l l  
ages and  incomes can find places to  l ive; pedestrians, cars, and  transit 
can co-ex i st; and envi ronmental protection can be reconc i led with 
our needs for growth and development. The part ic i pants i n  the 
roundtable-crit ics and champions; designers, p lanners, and aca
demics-concl uded, and we agree, that the des igns can reach the i r  
fu l l  potential if and on ly  i f  they become wedded to  i nstitut ional re
newal and reconstruction in both centra l cit ies and suburbs. 
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F ina l ly, editor emeritus Dave Simpson offers a l ighthearted look at 
l ife on the i nformation superh ighway. Th is  institution promises to so
l id ify sh ifts predicted more than 30 years ago, a lso at Berkeley: the 
formation of, in Mel Webber's terms, "community without propi n
qu ity" (Webber 1 963) .  Ever eager to remain on the cutting edge, the 
editoria l  col lective wi l l  very l i kely bring the Berkeley Planning Journal 
on- l i ne sometime in 1 995.  

Does 10 years of publ ication make the BPJ an institution in  its own 
right? On one hand, editorial succession has often uncertain  from one 
year to the next. This year's ed itors are in the same quandary: despite 
active support and involvement from many quarters, we send off this 
volume with no idea who wil l  be editor and busi ness manager for 
Volume 1 0. On the other hand, we have a stra ightforward and ac
cepted system of sol icitation and review of art icles, as wel l  as a con
t inu ing commitment by the ed itoria l  col lective to review, comment 
on, and proofread articles. Just as important, the Journal has become 
i ncreas ing ly self-support ing. We now cover most of the $2 ,000 
printing and mai l i ng costs through subscriptions and individual sales. 
The Col lege of Env i ronmental Design Alumni office recently made a 
subscription to the journal part of their  a lumni benefits package. 

Have we succeeded in publ ish ing a set of art icles that are both 
d i sc ip l ined and comprehensive? That do justice to our field and the 
importance of the i ssues our authors address? We bel ieve so. We 
hope you wi l l  find th is  year's work timely, i nformative, thoughtfu l ,  
and interesting, comprehensive in  outlook, d i sc ip l i ned in  approach . 
That has been the Journal's mission s ince its founding: to forge the 
i ntel lectual community of Berkeley facu lty, students, a lumni ,  and vis
iting researchers, and to foster its un ique spirit of inqu i ry. With your 
support, the journal wi l l  continue into its next decade. 
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