URBAN PLANNING ADMINISTRATION

A.pproval and
Authority of
Plan

Metropolitan

tary of the Environment.

Local pians, includirg zoning, must “‘advance”
the structure plan, and are “‘adopted’ by local
officials, subject to 1

the Envirenment on his initiative to insure com-
patibility with the structure plan. Public and
private development must comply.

5.
Public
Participation

a.
Metropolitan

Structure plan must be available for public review
for six weeks following submittal to the Depart-
ment of the Environment, during which written
“ohjections'may be filed with the Secretray of
the Envirgnment, Secretary then appoints an “in-
spector” to hold an inquiry at which all objections
filed may he discussed. The inspector recommends
action on each objection to the Secretary, who
may then approve the plan, requiring such modifi-
cation as regarded as desirable. Department
recommends measures for citizen participation

it pfanning as it proceeds.

Local

Local plans must also be availahle for public
review for six weeks, with discussions with
citizens groups likewise encouraged as plan is
developad. Objections may be filed during the
six-week period, but with the local officials.

H any ohjections are not satisfied an inquiry is
held by an inspector, again appointed by the
Secretary of the Environment, but who repoits
his recommendations to the local officials,
Locat officials may thereafter “adopt’ the glan,
and forward it to the Secretary who has four
weeks to review it for compliance with legal
reuirements and comgpatibility with national
and regional development policies.

6.
Appeal
Procedures

a.
Metropolitan

Citizens may appeal planning decision to the
courts only for reasons of compliance with
administrative procedures.

Local

7.

Plan
implementa-
tion—
Responsibility
for and
Financing of
Transportation
Aspects

a.
National

Motorways, 100 percent financed by Central
Government, seldom penetrate cities. Trunk
roads penetrate and traverse cities as principal
roads, financed 75 percent Central Government
and 25 percent {ocal jurisdictions.

b,
Metropolitan

No imptementation at metropofitan level, except
in Greeater London.

Local

Plans implemented by local herough programs,
with funds from local “‘rates’ and general pur-
pose grants fram the Central Government.
Speciat funds avaiiable to the Federal Govern-
ment for urban transportation programs, Cen-
tral Government gives long-range estimates for
planning purposes of likely availability of funds.
Such grants, avaitable for streets and highways,
and capital cost of transit must e supplemented
from local rates or block grant funds.

8.

Urhan
Planning
Philosophy

Nationally to encourage development in eco-
nomically depressed areas by concessions to
industry, providing infrastructure in advance of
evident need, designate “spitl-over” cities,
inaugurate housing programs and provide trans-
portation facilities. Aid in “decongesting’” and
renewing old city centers with new town pro-
grams and controlled suburban development.
In urban areas to maintain “neutrality” of
transportation until demand for motor vehicle
access to center city reaches its holding capa-
city, meantime encouraging use of transit for
work trips, and thereafter dispersing to suburbs
or accept forced transit use, a choice to be
made hy the people.

Municipalities must
develop lacal plans
including zoning in
compliance, and pro-
grams of ministries
within the area must
be compatible.

Plan has effect of law.
Private development

Jomustcompty,

opment and zoning plans approved at Cantonal
jevel. Development and zoning plans are submit-
ted to electorate under referendum for vote by
baltot. Once plans are approved, they have the
effect of kaw.

“structure” plan looking 20-40 years ahead)
and POS (a detailed land use plan looking T0-
15 years ahead). First levei plan for smalier
cities approved in field office of Ministry of
Equipment and Housing for the smaller cities
and ir the Paris office for the 16 largest sgglom-
erations. This approval authorizes proceading
with second fevel plan. This plan is approved
by the Ministries of Equipment and Housing
and Enterior acting jointly far the smalier
cities, and by ait Ministers in Council in the
targer ones. Upon approval, plan has effact

of law.

Federal governments after public display and
Siate organized hearing. State approval gives
plan the effect of municipal law.

to approval as such, but metropoli-
tan area plan when completed, will
be subject of a hearing hefore national
officials. It is to become the basis for
{ocal plans, which are reviewed by
committees of national ministries

for ultimate approvat by Minister of
Housing. Facilities provided by na-
tional ministries approved by their
inclision in functional programs for
Parliamentary approval.

proved as such.

needed for improvements, plan
maust be submitted & Minister
of Local Government who for-
wards it to Metropolitan Board
of Works for report, then to
Governor for approval.

such.

ity prepares plan, places
it on public disptay and
each local council or
any citizen has two
months to comment.
Authority considers alf
comments and forwards
plan, comments and sum-
mary of recommenda-
tions to the Minister.
Minister sends plan, with
his recommendations to
the Governor, who may
accept, modify or re-
turn it.

by both Houses of Par-
liament and the Gover-
nor. |s then legaliy
binding on atl State
agencies and local juris-
dictions. ’

of tand as for a transpor-
tation facility or a new
town must be laid before
a bipartisan committee of
both Houses of Parliament.
f there is ohjection by the
Committee, proposal goes
to Parliament for approval
or veto, Plans are prepared
in detail, so zoning rot
required.

politan area) or local must prepare 2 land use
plen (a “conceptual” plan} for approval at Pro-
vinee level by the Ministry of Treasury, Eco-
nomics and Intergovernmental Affairs. On ap-
proval, it becornes the Official Plaa, and Muni-
cipalities then must prepare compatible zoning
ordinances for approvat by the Municipal Board
(a Cabinet level board of members appointed
from outside government). #lan and zoning or-
dinances have the effect of law. Province also
must approve atl plans for land subdivision.

Local plans included within the plan for the
aggfomeration. Approval perntits local offi-
cials to issue building permits for private devel-

M'opmem in accord with approved nature znd

gensity of land use.

Local officials prepare third level plan, with no
further State approval required.

. have thae effact of law. Within “de-

Eocal plans must be approved by
Minister of Housing. Once approved

velopment’ areas, as gesignated on
national plan, local officials have
authority to determine and control
both nature and density of land use.

Local plans must be approved by county,

with assurance that the city has consulted with
appropriate State agencies in plan preparation.
Fotlowing that plan must be approved by Min-
istry of Housing and Planning, Once approved,

“plan has virtually the effect of law,

No specific requirement —out-
side of Melbourne other lacal
jurisdictions have fittle respon-
sibitity or authority.

Each tocal plan approved by Governor on
recommendation of Ministry of Local
Government. When approved, has effect
of faw through required enactment of by-
laws or ordinances. Zoning may be
changed by local authorities, but only if
modified use or density is compatible
with capacity of transportation and utili-
ties to serve it.

When plan is accepted
by proclamation, local
councils may en
regulations to imple:’
ment it. [f any do not;
the State Planning Au-
thority may issue area-
wide regulations,

Local plans and zoning
ordinances must be ap-
pgroved by Town Plan-
ning Department, buz
are voluntary on part of
focal jurisdictions.
Where no plan is forth-
coming, MRPA may
pass on any proposal
for development.

Not applicabie.

Final or partial plan
must be available for
public review for one
month, followed by

a public hearing. Area
Commission takes such
action as it deems
warranted, and then
may adopt the plan.

No requirement.

Highway plans must be ptaced on public display
for thirty days, and any citizen may file written
objection. After a hearing, appropriate actions
are taken, and each objector sent a copy of the
report for his acknowledgment by signature.
Ptan as may have been modified submitted to
Cantan, along with all objections and actions
thereon, decision reached at Canton level and
each objector notitied of the final decision.

Citizens have opportunity to pass final judg-
ment on plans under a referendum, and likewise
on each annual program. Beyond that, major
projects miay be brought befare the electorate
by initiative petition, even after approval of the
program.

1n first level plan, local officials have three
manths in which to raise objection, and may
but are not required to seek comment from
public. For second level plan, officiais have
three moenths to file objections, and once these
are resolved at national levei, the plan is avail-
ahle for public review for another thres-nonth
periad. Appraval follows consideration at na-
tionai level of objections presented.

Master ptan (level 2) available for public inspec-
tion for four weeks. Local officials or land
owners may propose alternatives or cite objec-
tions, giving reason for each. After a public
heating local officials act on each proposal,
and forward the plan together with their action
on each to State for approval.

Pubtic participation not legatly re-
quired. Regional councit keeps pub-
lic abreast of thinking and requests
comments.

No participation ir metropelitan area plans as
such, ’

No public participation beyond level two plan
required.

No requirement.

Each citizen directly interested in a proposed
plan must be advised by mail that he has three
weeks to review it, after which he may com-
plain in writing. After technical review of com-
plaints city council transmits plan, all complaints,
and action on each to County. County staff ve-
views city's actions, and advises each complain-
ant of action. City usually announces plan re-
view in thre press and accepts comments from
ather citizens or groups even though not di-
rectly affected.

Before plan submitizd to Minis-
ter of Local Governmant, it
must be available for public re-
view to give any oitizen the
opportunity to file abjection.
Planning agency accepis those
thought desirable and tists the
remaining ones in forwarding
ptan for approval. Prior to this
formal step opportunity for the
public to become familiar with
the plan was provided by wide
distribution of a popular ver-
sion of the plan, a serigs of
seminars and a number of in-
formal inguiries on specific
aspects of the plan,

Not applicable

Notice must be published of intent to pre-
pare a plan, and when completed must be
available for 90 days for public review.
Objections may be filed in writing. Plan
forwarded to Ministry of Local Govern-
ment, together with all ohiections and ac-
tion taken. With that Ministry's recommen-
dations Governor may approve or amead
the plan by “Order in Council ™.

No public participation
required in the planaing
but public may make
representations during
the two-month pubtic
display period. High-
ways Department keeps’
public informed
through public relations
program and is *‘sensi-
tive” to views of the
citizens.

No requirement. Town
Planning Department,
Main Roads Department,
and MRPA ail have ef-
fective programs to

keep public advised and
accept feed-back.

Nao legal requirement for
pubtic participation, Com-
missicn carries on extensive
program of public relations,
issuing many reports, pro-
viding films, and preparing
and maintaining exhibits.
Seeks public views through
opinion polls and tests
acceptance of policies by
acceptance of facilities,
such as housing, as pro-
grams progress.

No fegal requirement, but a major formally
structurad program {budgeted at $900,000)
now under way. Consists of three phases {m
awareness, or purpose and need for plan, (2}
mutual education of citizens and officials, and
{3} distilling infermation and feedback into
feasible alternatives for discussions hopefully
leading to a concensus.

Same as a.

Not applicable.

No specific action—local situations get consi-
deration in metzopolitan scale program,

Mo requirement,

No requirement.

Citizens who offer objection to plans prior to
public hearing on any plan may appeal to the
approval authority if not satisfied with manner
in which objection was met, Ultimate appeal on
a major project lies in initiative petition to
refer project to electorate for hallot.

No specific appeal procedure for first levsi plan.
Differences are negotiated between local and
national officials,

States may appeal actions of Federal govern-
ment to an administrative court. No appeal pro-
cedure provided for otherwise.

Once second level plan is agproved, any pro-
perty owner may appeal a decision of a foeal
official in issuance of 3 building permit or fail-
ure to issue one within three months of zpplica-
tion. If appeal upheld, permit may be issuad in
name of Ministry. Theoretically appeal may be
taken through channets all the way to the Presi-
dent.

No provision as yet.

Ne metropolitan area plans as such.

No formal appeal procedure
provided.

Proposed plans discussed hy local
offigials with committes prior 1o
approval by Minister of Housing.

Citizens dissatisfied with action on complaints
may appeal to Ministry of Housing and Plan-
ning. No procedure for formal appeal by city.

Same as a.

In Brishane, any objector not satis-
fied may appeal to Minister of Local
Government, who may appoint a
“competent person’ 1o review any
phase and hold an inguiry, leading
to recommendation te Minister for
action.

Any citizen “aggrieved” by

any planning decision of

the Planning Autharity or
a local council may appeal
to the four-member plan-

ning Appeal Board Appoint-

ed by the Governor. Board

may affirm the decision
or require modification.
Appeal to court limited to

Any citizen or local of-
ficial may appeal either
to the Minister of Town
Ptanning, or to the
Town Planning Appeal
Court. In.sither case
decision is final.

matters of law or procedure.

Same as a.

Mo provision for appeal by
citizens, and no local
jurisdiction.

Any local official or citizen may appeat any
action to the Municipal Board.

Sarne as a.

National highway
routes, other arteriak
streets, rail commuting
improvernents. in. anmisa
programs of appropri- -
ate ministries, financed
100 pereent with na-
tional funds.

All roads, including National system are respon-
sibility of the Cantons with Federal participation
for National routes from 66 to as much as 97
percert.

All plans, national, metropolitan and locsl, are
implemented through 5-year pfans. Plan Wi
(1971-75) now in program stage. Planning in
pragress for Plan VI, Nationzl participatiosn is
100 pergent :n sections of national rowtes in
local purisdictions, and up 1o 85 percernst i other
important highways or arterial streets; amd in
negotiated amount in capital cost of transit fa-
cilities outside the Paris region, and for cigera-
ting subsidies as well within that region.

Autobahn financed 100 percent and Bundes-
strassen 50 percent by Federal Government,
with conastruction delegated to States. Rail rapid
transit on Federal railway lines implemented by
Federal railways under agreement with local
furisdictions.

National highways and railways 100
percent nationally financed. High-
ways located and geometrically de-
signed at national level but struc-
tural design and construg
gated to counties and cities.

MNational highway system built angd 104 percent
financed by National Road Administration, and
may include major arterials in urban area at
initiation of Road Administration.

{State} Country Roads Board
construgts and maintains roads
on State and main roads sys-

} - tems Awith. Federal-aid where
"I applicable). Railiay commis-

ting service provided by State
Railways.

{State} Main Roads Department re-
sponsible for all arteriat street con-
struction and traffic contrel fi-
nanced 100 percent with State -

ith Fedgral-sid wheve appli:
. Rail commuting service by
State Railways.

{State) All $tate routes
and main roads, and

. major arterials construc-
ted.and 100-percent~ - .

financed by State. Rail-
cominuting responsi-
bitity of the South
Austratian Railways.

-
=

Functional agencies are
represented on MRPA,
and their programs
within area based on

[--the approved plan. Rail
cdfnmutin_g_ function.of . .
- Btate Raitways, and

main roads and arteriaks
responsibility of Main
Roads Department.

No implementation
authority within Area
Commission, Plan im-
plemented by tocal
municipal programs,
baoth street improve-
ment and transit under
annual programs ap-
proved by the Area
Commission. No cate-
gorical grants. Matching
funds from local taxes
and “block” grants
from national sources.

For principat Cantonal roads Federak share
ranges from 30 to 75 percent. Roads and
streets within communes not on Cantonal
system are responsibility of the communes,
but may receive Cantonal subsidy under
special conditions of as much as 75 percent.

No implementation by metropolitan agsncies,

No implementation at metropolitan level.

Routes on national highway system
100 percent nationally financed.
Rail rapid transit operated {and
subsidized} by Ministry of Railways.
Some functions, such as hospitals,
financed by counties.

Metropolitan agency dees not have implement-
ing authority.

Other arterials provided by
Metropolitan Board of Works,
and transit service by the Mel-
bourne Framways Board.

No implementing suthority.

Municipal Tramways
Trust responsibte for
transit operation,

MRPA can acquire land
far futera development,
and release at cost to
other agencies as needed,
and can levy taxes and
issue bonds to finance
its functions.

Plans implemented by Com-
mission programs or those
of Government Depart-
ments. Department of the
Capitat Territory owns all
land, and releases it for

“developrnent under lease, - -
on a parcel-by-parcel basis
for private development and
'} to the Commission for

public facilities. Long-range
plan imptemented through
five-year rolling programs,
with projects for each year
approved in Commeonwealth
budget review procedure.

Same as h.

Ne distinetion is made between urban and
rural communes. Participation in all cases is hy
negotiation on basis of need. Public transpor-
tation by law is expected to be self supporting.

Lacal officials propose proiects for national par-
ticipation in annual programs. Projects maust
have been included in the 5-year plan. Lagal
officials responsible for issuance of building per-
mits, and cannot permit development that
would exceed capacity of equipment {in-
cfuding transportation) to serve it.

Lacal officials prepare a rolling five-year con-
struction program to implement land use plan
for information of State. Each year select
projects to include in proposed budget in ap-
phication for State aid, Transportation projects
that are approved are eligible for Federal aid,
through the State, from portion of the Federal
maotor fuel tax, either for highway projects or
capital costs of transit.

Local jurisdictions responsibte for
alt remaining functions.

Five-year transportation program prepared by
city in coilaharation with Road Administration.
National funds avaitabie up to 95 percent in ac-
cepted projects. In Stockholm and Gothenburg
atso for rail rapid transit “up to rail’’. Projects
not in program are city’s respensibility. Na-
tional funds provided or a project-by-project
basis guided by national and regionat develop-
ment policies.

Local streets responsibitity of
City of Melbourne and other
municipalities.

Local streets and transit responsi-
bility of tocal councils.

Local councils respon-
sibfe for holding devel-
opment in balance.
Cannot approve zoning
changes or issue build-
ing permits if the pro-
posed development ex-
ceeds capacity of
transportation system
or utilities to serve it.

Local councils respan-
sible for locat streets.

Not applicable.

Programs for capital improvements at both Pro-
vincial and municipal levels involve a 20-year
plan, annual programs for the first five years, a
single program for next five years, and a single
program for remazining 10 years, all subgect to

. 3pproval by approptiate ministries and put into

“effect through projects authorized in annual
budget review process. In highways Province
constructs Kings Highways (State routes in LLS.
terms) and may participate with muricipalities
up to 75 percent of cost of routes connecting
the Kings Highways and 50 percent of other
arterials. It may participate up to 50 percent in
capital cost of transit facilities and up to 50
percent in operating cost up to an amount
determined by formuia.

o “decongest”’ the
center cities by pro-
viding for industrial
development in out-
skirts of the metropoli-
tan area and new retail
and commercial activity
within the center city
but outside the older
historic city center.

To improve highway
and parking ta serve
developing areas. To
develop self sufficient
new towns and satel-
lites to metropolitan
areas.

Transportation policy responds fully and
quickly to the desires of the people, In

Berne and Geneva the old city centers are

off fimits for development and are hecoming
increasingly traffic free. Traffic is metered at
the outskirts to restrict incoming flow to hold-
ing capacity of city center. In autlying areas
the converse holds; development will be limited
1o traffic capacity. Commuting by hus encour-
aged by reserved bus lane network on radials
with buses enabled to “call” traffic control sig-
nats. In Zurich, in contrast, plans call for en-
coutaging center city development by rackial
freeway and new subway development.

National interest is involved in defining areas
that may not be developed, and must ba re-
served for agriculture, forests, open space

for examgple . Within areas available for eiavel-
opment local officials, individually for swall
cities or working together cooperatively in the
larger ones, prepare plans, with assistancz from
national ministries, that will produce baiznced
development, with transportation balanzed by
mode and with other development to seszz the
growth patterns desired at focal fevel. Far the
Paris region deliberate effort is being made to
“decangest” the city and allow for the c&anging
nature of activity oecurring.

Ptans developed by cities and surrounding rural
regions under local initiative but in conformance
with Federal and State guidelines for national
and regional development. Generally to restrain
center city growth through moving industry
out and developing new residential communities
in rural areas. Preserve the city center for traffic-
free shopping areas and for activities requiring
heavy public access. Trying to provide free
choice between public and private transporta-
tion, but increasingly finding limitation on pri-
_vate transportation necessary and concentration
on transit to keep transportation in balance
with development

To “decongest” the city center by
removal of many regional functions
to suburbs and some national fune-
tions [such as the Ministry of Pub-
lic Works) to Jutland to improve

its ecoromy. Provide for new
growth in suburban or satelite cen-
ters based on planning studies now
in progress. Preserve aesthetic and
historic features of center and re-
tain primary government functions,
improving rail and higﬁway aceass
and replacing industry-with housing.

Planning is simplified in one respect at feast in
that City owns or can acquire as needed all fand
to be developed, and can prescribe the nature
and density of its use on a parcel-by-parcel basis
under |easing arrangements. Nationally transpor-
tation is officially regarded as 2 neutral factor,
and each mode expected to pay its own way. In
Stockholm policy is to preserve human vaiues in
the city center, extend rapid transit coupled with
high-rise housing at new stations, to discourage
motar vehicle trips to work by parking controis
and by not increasing CBD street capacity. Be-
ginning to develop self-contained surburban cen-
ters served by transit and freeways.

In deveioping areas to keep
transportation in balance with
other development Zoning con-
trafs of the Metropolitan Board
of Works can insure ultimate
batance, with timing of private
development restrained or en-
couraged to some degree by
scheduting of instatiation of
utilities. In city center recent
objections to certain freeways
in the approved plan ta main-
tain neutrality has resulted in
a cutback in the freeway pro-
gram and increased emphasis
on transit.

To develop general plans, including
transportation plans, by cooperative
action of State and local authorities
keeping transportation in bzlance
with development and neutral as to
mode.

To hold type and den-
sity of development in
city center and subur-
ban and rural areas in
line with capacity of
transportation and utili-
ties to serve it, Presently
still emphasizing service
by both transit and high-
way to city center, with
intention of keeping
transportation: in bal-
ance with development

and neutral with respect )

te mode.

To confine urban devel-
opment ta areas zoned
as urban or “urban
reserve”’. To restrain
growth in city center

to that which ¢an be ac-
commodated by trans-
portation on the hasis
of neutrality as to mode,
by taxation policy and
huilding permits, and to
encourage growth in
satellite centers along
radial spines by taxa-
tion, transportation,

and land release policies.

To develop the National
Capital as an efficient city
yet appropriate 1o its
function, To hold develop-
ment in its main center
znd other related city
centers to levels that can
be served by transportation
and other facilities in
harmany with the environ
ment, maintaining neutral-
ity with respect to mode
of transportation.

To develop land-use and transportation plans
together to insure adequacy of transportation
facilities to serve the land use, developing plans
cooperatively between the different government
levels with strong public participation. imple-
menting ptans by Provincial, municipal, and
cooperative programs, with plans and programs
subject to Provincial approval. Province can aid
either highways or transit, emphasizing the mode
needed 1o serve the planned and programmed
public and private development. An example is
Toronto where transportation up to now has
been reasonably neutral but where current un-
restrained growth {within zoning ordinances) is
forcing greater reliance on transit for travel to
city center. On a Provincial scale growth in areas
outside Toronte to be encouraged, rather than
over concentration in that area.
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Local s own Facilit‘i)es it must rnag; and oti'er funz * { its city planning depart- | ment where they exist. departments in larger jurisdictions. planaing officers from jurisdictions. where they exist. t;hls.thJtmm155|f:n has
3 - N authori O acquire
sooperate with the tions, It is this Depart- ment where there is one. State. hold, anz devel?)p Ia;1d
Department of the En- ment that adminsters, for the purposes of the
2 a Same as Ta tiranment, British for the Secretary of Ministry of Public Works | Departments of Public Works and Transport Ministry of Equipment and Housing, Roads and | Ministry of Transportation and Communica- Ministry of Public Works, Ministry National Swedish Road Administration Country Roads Board i i i inciat) Mini i Federal government srcial) Mini
. ) - . Bails. London Trans. State, the planning and ¥ p part. try of Equip 9, v ¥ nsportatios nmu t . . Yy oard. [State) Main Roads Department. Highways Department. (State) Main Roads Same as 1a. {Provinciat) Ministry of Transportation and b s o (Provincial ) Ministry of
Transportation| National atls, Lo ans o1 4 for national system. Tratfic Division. tions, the functional divisions working in of Railways. Department. Communications. such as for public Fransport
Planning fmn, a'nd all local bor- execution programs cooperation with one another and the other buildings, and for parks, ’
Agenc dughs in the same man- | with the same responsi- ministries, particularly the Ministry of the roads, bridges and other
gency fer as do officials of bilities and authorities Interior. facilities regarded as of
any conurhation or and generally similar national interest. It has
b. Same as 1b. :f:a! hodmugh n plan ::?:1::3 that apply Ministry of Public Informal committees of Federal, cantonal and Ministry of Equipment and Housing, for main Planning departments of the regional parlia- Regional Planning Council, in co- Same as 1b. Metropolitan Transportation Same as Th. State Plarning Author- Same as 1b. Same as 1b. Same as Th. bmad.augt.'omy in the Montreal Urban Com-
Metropolitan ! :;9 E“:h g.xecutlon'b.i Asga pla‘nning philo Works for arterial streets | city officials. routes, arterizl streets and transit. ments and city or cities. aperation with national ministries. Committee (appointed by the ity, within the planning P'a""';_g flalh‘al._!:il-ltI en- munity for approximate
uhder their responsibii- i —municipalities for State, comprising top State and iving "‘d i - gages directly in plan- i i
. D P e . ‘ area, giving “due consi- . location of major thor-
EW,:HG can participate sopity tt:e defparttlment other strEEt\s.i Ministry local transportation and plan- deration” to State high- ning qnly O,f features oughfares, Transit Com-
in the grant programs cooperates directly of Railwaysior rail ning officials). way plans. of regional importance. mission for rapid transit
of the Central Govern- f(om Edinburgh in ;_:Ian- commuting. Laa tran- 1t works closely with and bus routes
ments, ning and programming sit commissions, in the two metropolitan :
v e, | orincipa stoe, Glasgow | COVSbGrstian with Avea B i
saphy is to try to “de- ' il b ever, in coordinatin
congest’ the city by and Edinburgh, going in Oommtssmn,‘_tgr transit their efforts and pr:-
removing through tratfic | guite different directions o L e . K - IS o R o e L = ; e 3 vidirig techmical At
c. Same as 1c. #rom neighborhoods on the basis of different ?ﬂm'mv,O‘f I:ubltlc \:‘-h:;s ity pianning and refated departments. Same as 2h. Local planning departments. Local officials. Sarme as Te. _LD*??’ munmga;ma; B Same-as 1c. Same as 1c. ance through its multi. Logal municipalities.
Local and business streets b hical N or arterial streets, log B T R L .
¥ geographical, economie, = disciptined plannin
appropriate freeway and social situations, officials for °the“_‘ staff where desired?
sonstruction, improve Looking ahead, Scotland ” y In the case of the
3. a. Pianning is carried on at two levels—the “struc- gransit and discourage has been divided into At national Ig,ve'l Minis- Cantans prepare governiing plans, following Fed- Planning carried on jointly by Ministry of Planning process is four fevel. Level 1 sz gen- Natienal, county and local officials At national level, functional agencies such as Metropolitan Transportation Each municipality may prepatre a plan (and Planning authority in- Planning poelicies closely The National Capitol Ad- Regicnal development plans prepared by Ottawa-Carleton Re- General plans of Urban
{nter-agency Administrative ture plan”, in effect a statement of strategies private vehicle travel to 8i9hf economic regions, tﬁeSAﬂf Housing and eraf guidelines, showing areas availabte or re- Egquipment and Housin eral plan for the region prepared hy the Federal meet in committees. National minis- | the Road Administration of Housing Adminis- Committee coordinates overall Brishane must) for approval at State level, cludes representatives coordinated through visory Committee, an afj"" Regicnal Deveiopment Board, with cooperation gionaf Municipality, all Community developed
Cooperation or policy and policies for the development of the metro- and from work, andto | within each of which an | Public Works cooperate | served for various purposes, working coopera- toez! officials. At 2t ministries in cooperation with the States, con- tries cooperate at own level. tration consult with the Ministry of Housing transportation and land-use and in a metropolitan area may cooperate of functional agencies participation of State Z‘;’z c%ﬂi’;ﬁzﬁ: %F;F:]‘:Lr;;' of other ministries concerned, and with advice the pravisions for plan in coaperation with
in Planning politan area, and “local plan™ prepared within bring a better balance authority governed by in plan development in- | tively with all communes {local communities) from other ministries, such as Fi for esti- sistent with national development pians. Level 2 and Planning in plan preparation. Likewise Min- planning by having within its on voluntary basis. In transportation plan- and local elected offi- functional agencies and com;ris‘ang Chairman of from Regional Development Councils {made up and program preparation | local municipalities, but
each borough to carry out the structure plan, hetween residence and officials elected to it, cluding those for metro- | affected by the plan. Routes of the National mates of resource or Transport which is respon- is a master plan looking 15-20 years shead, pre- istry of Housing and Planning seeks advice of membership heads 6f the tran- ning area Main Roads Department makes cials, so alf concerned local officials serving National Capitol Commis- | of local officials and other citizens) and Re- and approval by the with no legal require-
Planning departments of the conurbation work ginployment through would prepare the struc- § politan areas by formal highway system are planned by Federal agen- sible for transit operation. Practice is for locai pared by the local jurisdictions in cooperation functional agencies in review of local plans for sit, raillway and highway agen- ad hoc arrangements for cooperation of interests hava input in on MRPA. Perth area sion end eight members gional Advisory Boards {made up senior offi- Province apply. A ment that local plans
in cooperation with borough officials, through major redevelopment ture plans and levy agreement, informal cies, cooperating with cantonal and communal or metropolitan officials to propose the fand with State and Federal agencies and coordinated appreval. Local plans for each city developed cies, and the chairman and chief all jurisdictions. the planning. [n trans- transportation study from outside government cials of Provineial ministries field offices). marked difference in conform. in transporta-
their planning departments where they exist programs. “rates to finance facili- | collaboration by staff, | officials to insure compatibility. After public use plan, and far Ministry of Equipment and by the regional parlizment. Shows land use in cooperatively with the KSL to insure compa- planner of the Board of Works. portation area a “con- guided by a cabinet ig:'ii?.%?.";?f%‘;;:f Metropatitan area and municipal plans devel- approach in public par- tion planning good vol-
and with Department of Envirenment through ties of regional scope. and exchange of per- review plan is submitted to Federai government Housing to develop a transportation plas 1o ge-ner-al categories, pl_ans for new towns, and abl tibility area plans, and il_'l !ine with nationai The Country .Roads_ Board and ventional” urban trans- committee,. ment for reports or other oped at those lavels with cooperation among ticipation {Item 5a) untary coogeration be-
its field offices to insure compatibitity of the sonnel. for approval, Once approval received, commuse serve it, with the firal plan developed z?;fgugh principal transportation features. Must accept and regional growth policies. the Metropuh?an Board of portation study con- pertinent material. Many Provincial, metropolitan and loca jurisdictions from that in Toronto is tween Transit Commis-
structure plan and national and regionat devel- must prepare development plans for each area negotiation and compromise as an iterative Federal and State plans for facilities such as Works have a joint wirking ducted by consultants Departments f_iﬂ_\'? fune- as neaded. found, however. Here a sion and Urban Come-
opment policies as set out by Parliament. Local delimited on the governing plan for approval process. Autobahn and main State highways. Level 3isa party to plan routes and coor- under ad hoc arrange- i‘;":}i gfzzlz%b"r’;’efam series of alternatives in munity, and between
plans prepared by borough officials in collabora- of the Canton. Subsequantly the communes detailed land use plan, parcel by parce!, prepared dinate programs of the two ménts by State func: ore devttaran cgop%r- s land use plans, with as. bocat municipalities and
tion with those respansible for the structure prepare detailed zoning plans, also for Canton hy each !c?cai jurisdiction. Level 4 is a fivs_;—year agencies in the highway field. tional agencies and city atively. Differences sociated transportation Provincial authorities.
plan and the field offices of the Department of approval. construction program, prepared by local juris- of Adelaide. that cannot be resolved features were prepared
the Environment. dictions. g:n::;dm by Governor for review by the public.
. Detailed reposts were
h. Technical help availakle from the Department Bath ministries give Cantons provide technical assistance to local Assistance in land use plarf F_!r_oVided from Min- Technical help available as needed from S$tates. National ministries pravide techni- When Jocal councils do not have capability in Technica! advice provided to Little technical aid yvet availahle from Pranining oh arsa-wide Technical staff of Commission has broadly Technical assistance by Provincial ministries issued and wide discus- None evident.
Technical of the Environment, with specific procedures technical help to local jurisdictions where needed, as do Federal istry as needed, through division of Land Man- cal assistance on request—Public any functional area technical assistanee is pro- the committee by its member State tevel ir general planning. Main hasis with technical in- MRPA augmented by interdisciplinary staff. available to municipalities and metropotitan sion prasented through
provided for transportation planning. municipalities. agencies. agement and Town Planning. Works on transportation and Hous- vided by the county or national agency. agencies as may be needed. Roads Department, through its Highway put primarily from State staff “seconded” to it Can call on Departments areas as needed. Metropolitan Planning Board the media, prior to a
ing on land use. Planning Branch, directs the transporta- agencies, by functional depart- or Consultants if needed gives technical assistance 1o municipalities of series of meetings with-
tion studies. ments. Local councits area. in the area at which a
assisted through aid to concensus favoring one
district planning com- of the alternatives might
mittees. emerge.
c. No categorical grants for general planning, but OQperation of Area Cantons participate with local jurisdictions in Transportatior plan 100 percent nationaly No categorical grants for either general or trans- Mo national aid in planning func- No categoricai aids to local communities. Committee’s planning processes No categorical aid for general planning. Virtually wholly State No categorical grants Commission financed under | Mo categorical aid for general planning. Province None evident.
Financial “Bblock grant” funds may be drawn on by local Commission included financing planning and may receive some reim- financed. No categorical aid specifically for portation planning. tions of local responsibility. National jeintly financed by State and Main Roads Department finances trans- financed. but functional agencies Commonwealth budget. may participate up to 76 percent in the cost of
officials, as for other functions, Central govern- as an item in the bud- bursement from Federal funds, all on a basis land use plan. ministries plan facilities they pro- Metropolitan transportation portation planning virtually 100 percent. and local councils par- transpartation planning.
ment participates to extent of 50 percent in get of the Ministry of of negotiation as to the amount of need. vide in local jurisdictions, and Minis- agencies and City of Melbourne. ticipate in specific
transportation phases if approved procedures Housing. No categoti- try of Public Works bears half the studies. MRPA finances
are followed. cal aid for planning in cost of the transportation phases of its operations through
municipalities. the regional study. its own taxes.
4 a Structure plans must be approved by the Secre- By Area Commission. Governing ptan approved at Federal level; devel- Plans at two levels required - SDAU {in effect a Master ptan (second fevel) approved by State and | Metropolitan area plan not subject Metropolitan area plans not reviewed or ap- To permit “reserving” land No approval of metropolitan area plan as $tate Planning Author- Plan must be approved Any plan requiring release Each municipality, whether regional {metro- No specific approvaf of

plan required, above
level of Urban Commu-
nity. Presently s essen-
tially a guideline for
local municipalities.

Lecal plans not re-
auired to conform to
Urban Community

Plan. Zoning ordinances
of tocal municipalities
must be approved at
Provincial level, however.

Not specifically re-
quired, Urban Commu-
nity invites public com-
ment on widely distri-
buted initial sketch
plan (“Esquisse 72"},

No requirement.

No specific appeal pro-
cedures provided for
planning features.

Not ascertained.

(Provincial) Major thor-
oughfares are responsi-
bility of Province, 100
percent financed, except
for service roads along
freeways.

Urban community has
no program authority.
Transit Commission
owns and operates tran-
sit system, with any
deficit borne by the
Transit area {essentially
the Urban Community).

Local municipalities
responsible far local
streets, service roads
along freeways.

To maintain good access,
public and private, to
downtown arsa, but to
encourage greater self
sufficiency in suburban
centers by encouraging
commercial and indus-
triat development, as
well as residential and
retail functions.




