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Consensus Building as a Source for Renewal
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Comprehensive Planning as an ldeal
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Kent’s View of the Comprehensive Plan
Kent Comprehensive Plan

T.J.Kent

(1917-1998)
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Kent was a founding member of Telesis
and the founding professor of the U.C.
Berkeley Department of City and Regional
Planning. He chaired the DCRP until 1960

and continued as a professor until 1974.
(Visual Resources Center, College of Environmental
Design, UC Berkeley.)



Kent’s View of the Comprehensive Plan
Kent Comprehensive Plan
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Altshuler’s Critique
Comprehensive (2T DT ILE 2aT5— oD HEF

* Technical Objections
» CPOERYDIBIITSU T —EANEETEDEETEBATLD
. %?%T\—é(i%?)]'l‘i@&é?3‘/’&’)(67‘:@@%5%%@%1%&%
TS50 —E B EDF E'l%)f_&')lh B EHEZEDH TR IR
R A e LA S M R,

. Polmcal Objections
c DEDHBEECNCHFELTRERSNDSGLDENICPOERTS

' zxﬂH:H

. 111’.0)A( WBALTELSTENREBLEN, TSoF—IZIZFDO AN

o BUAR TS AR E DM E 174 . RIS EE LI E RS
% S SEN SPGB Sl AT SE

. %PLE’JL\’CE%EM‘%ODMT_I EFEDILNETE, FHTH

o



Altshuler’s Assumptions
Reconsidered in the Light of Con
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SEensus

B Planner as Individual Synthesizer

e Altshuler

T50%2K5E0D5EEIFTADBEADRTTDH

NnTL%

e Consensus Building

GIL—ThbTS5o0atThhE

HTLD



Altshuler’s Assumptions

Reconsidered in the Light of Consensus
Building
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Altshuler’s Assumptions

Reconsidered in the Light of Consensus
Building
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Altshuler’s Assumptions
Reconsidered in the Light of Consensus

Building
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Altshuler’s Assumptions
Reconsidered in the Light of Consensus

Building
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The Evidence: Case of Consensus Building
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The Evidence: Case of Consensus Building

1.Growth Management Consensus Project
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The Evidence: Case of Consensus Building

2.Economic and Environmental Recovery
Coalition
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The Evidence: Case of Consensus Building

3.the San Francisco Estuary Project

4.the Santa Monica Bay Restoration Project
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The Evidence: Case of Consensus Building

5.the San Diego Regional Growth Management
Strategy
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The Evidence: Case of Consensus Building

6.Developers in Orange County
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The Evidence: Case of Consensus Building

8.Contra Costa County
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The Evidence:

Case of Consensus Building
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Findings: An Overview
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Findings: An Overview
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The Public Interest and Consensus Building
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The Public Interest and Consensus Building
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The Public Interest and Consensus Building
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Reply to Altshuler’s
Critique
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