






 107

Indicator 4.1 – Residents support Locally Grown Food

Indicator 4.2 – Green Space is Accessible

Indicator 4.3 – Street Canopy reduces 
Greenhouse Gases

Source: 
http://greendevelopmentplaybook.net/database/images/display/sb4720d928d50d3.jpg
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Goal 4: Neighborhoods are Green and Environmentally Sustainable 
 

This goal is measured by the following indicators: 

4.1 Residents support locally grown food 

4.2 Green space is accessible 

4.3  Street canopy reduces greenhouse gases 

This goal is to create a sustainable and independent community and to build a healthier future. 

Grand Rapids is working on greening and making the community an environmentally sustainable 

place.  The city has an ongoing project called Green Grand Rapids (GGR) which is for the same 

purpose. 

Healthy, sustainable communities begin with healthier lifestyles and resources which are 

available naturally and which honor the environment.  Today this mission is more critical than 

ever as we address issues of environmental protection along with tackling the social and equity 

issues in a community as a planner.  This goal will help foster a healthier lifestyle, a cleaner and 

vibrant, sustainable community for the future. Many communities are drafting long-term 

sustainability plans or environmental purchasing standards, and seeking more sustainable 

solutions.  There are places which are making the transitions to "greener" parks, adopting locally 

available food stocks, or adopting solutions which will lessen pollution of the environment.  For 

nearly a decade, we have been observing environmental-friendly manufacturing processes and 

business practices.  

For example, the GGR project adopted a survey called the “green pursuits” which came up with 

the idea for the number of bike lanes that the citizens want in the areas, GGR also counted the 

number of parks and green spaces that are close to the households.  These results were then 

included for to achieve this goal and the indicators were drafted. GGR Project (www.grand-

rapids.mi.us) 

For this practicum project we will use the indicators provided by the client and measure 

these indicators to achieve this goal in these two neighborhoods of Belknap and Eastown which 

fall in the Kent County of the city of Grand Rapids in the state of Michigan. 
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Goal 4:  Neighborhoods are green and environmentally sustainable.  

Indicator 4.1:  Residents support locally grown food 

Measure: Percentage living within 1mile of market   

Method/Source: Count or map how many farmers market etc. there are 

Introduction: For the purpose of measuring this indicator a Google map of the neighborhoods is 

used to locate and count the number of farmers market.   

Assessment: 

Maclaren's Indicators criteria matrix 

  Yes Inconclusive No 
Easy to understand X   
Data easily available  X   
Relevance X   
Forward-looking  X  
Congruence X   
Practicality X   
Replicable X   

 

 Easy to understand: This indicator is simple and can be interpreted by the general user 

and the public. 

 Data easily available:  The data for this indicator is collected using the Google map 

locator.  It is straightforward and a simple task to collect the available data. 

 Relevance: The indicator is relevant to the local and also at the county level to determine 

the sustainability.  

 Forward-Looking: This indicator determines the available farmers’ market in the 

neighborhood and there are no trends which can be used or which will help analyze the 

location of these farmers market.  

 Congruence:  This indicator does have congruency in determining the goal that the 

neighborhoods are green and environmentally sustainable. 

 Practicality: This method and source to measure the indicator can be used. 

 Replicable: This indicator has the ability to be accurately reproduced by planners 

working independently in different neighborhoods. 
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Data: This data will help determine the number of local farmer’s market in different 

neighborhoods.  This data concludes if there are more or less local markets accessible to the 

residents in these neighborhoods. 

Belknap Lookout Results:   

Figure 4.1.1 Belknap Lookout 
Local Farmers Market  

  
Belknap 
Lookout 

Number of Local Farmers Market 1 
Distance from neighborhood 2.2 miles 

Source: http://www.googlemap.com 

Eastown Results:   

Figure 4.1.2 Eastown Local 
Farmers Market  

  Eastown 
Number of Local Farmers Market 1 

Distance from neighborhood 0.6 miles 
Source: http://www.googlemap.com 

 

One farmers market that is located in both of these neighborhoods is the Fulton Street 

Farmer's Market.  The distance is calculated using the method explained in the appendix of 

Indicator 4.1 and is measured to be 2.2 miles from Belknap lookout Neighborhood.  According 

to Google Maps data, in the Eastown neighborhood the distance from the Fulton Street Farmer's 

Market is 0.6 miles. 

From the above data we can conclude that there is one farmers’ market which is located 

in an accessible distance from the Belknap lookout and  

Eastown neighborhoods.  The Fulton Street Famer’s Market offers locally-grown fruits and 

vegetables, plants to the residents of Grand Rapids.  This market does provide the residents an 

opportunity to support locally grown food. 
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Goal 4:  Neighborhoods Are Green And Environmentally Sustainable.  

Indicator 4.2:  Green space is accessible 

Measure:  All households are within a quarter mile of a park or natural area 

Method/Source:  Count and map green spaces and measure distance to all households. 

Introduction:  This indicator shows if citizens have unobstructed and easy access to green 

spaces, such as parks and natural areas.  The locations of these green spaces ideally should be 

within quarter of a mile distance from the households of the neighborhood.  This indicator will 

help to locate the easily accessible green spaces within 1/4th mile of the households.   

The mapping method specified for this indicator could not be completed due to lack of 

sufficient data availability; as a result the alternative method specified of counting the green 

spaces using Google maps was adopted. 

Assessment:   
Maclaren's Indicators criteria matrix   

  
 Yes Inconclusive No 
Easy to understand X   
Data easily available   X  
Relevance X   
Forward-looking  X  
Congruence X   
Practicality X   
Replicable X   

 

Easy to understand:  The indicator is easy to comprehend and the collect data for the locations 

is understandable. 

Data easily available:  Data is found on the Google maps website. However, the data needed for 

the mapping method suggested is not available through GIS. 

Relevance: This indicator is relevant to the goal.   

Forward-Looking:  This study does not make estimates or projections, because the data is from 

Google Maps. 

Congruence:  Information and data collection on number of green spaces within quarter mile 

distance of households can be determined using the specified method/source. 
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Practicality:  This indicator is practical because measureable change can be made by the city to 

acquire more green space. 

Replicable:  Using the Google maps method, the data is easily replicable and is readily available 

for any neighborhood or city. 

Data:  

Belknap Lookout Results:   

Figure 4.2.1 Belknap Lookout Green Spaces within a Quarter Mile Buffer from 
Households 

 
Source: http://maps.google.com/ 
 

The above map indicates the Belknap lookout neighborhood and all the green spaces and 

parks in these areas are shown on the map.  The Belknap Park and the Coit Park are the two 

locations within the 1/4th mile distance to the Belknap lookout neighborhood. 
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Eastown Results:   

Figure 4.2.2 Eastown Green Spaces within a Quarter Mile Buffer from Households 

  
Source: http://maps.google.com/ 

 

The above map indicates the Eastown neighborhood and all the green spaces and parks in 

these areas are shown on the map.  Wilcox Park and another park are the two locations within the 

1/4th mile distance to the Eastown neighborhood.  

From the above data we can conclude that the indicator can be measured in the two 

neighborhoods and results can be achieved but the measurement method can prove to be less 

feasible if the areas are not regularly updated on the Google website. 

Two maps prepared by the Green Grand Rapids research team, are referred for the park 

location process adopted by the practicum team the maps are included in the literature review. 
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Goal 4:  Neighborhoods are green and environmentally sustainable 

Indicator 4.3:  Street canopy reduces greenhouse gases 

Measure:  40% of neighborhood has tree coverage 

Method/Source: Annis Resource Institute 

Introduction: This indicator is used to show if a neighborhood meets the recommended, 

standard tree coverage. By measuring this, the goal of environmental sustainability will be 

considered. The measurements from this indicator will show a community how much coverage 

they have in order to meet set standards, and from there on a community would then be able to 

decide if and how many more trees to plant in given years.  

Assessment: 

Maclaren's Indicators criteria matrix 

  Yes Inconclusive No 
Easy to understand X   
Data easily available    X 
Relevance X   
Forward-looking  X  
Congruence  X  
Practicality   X 
Replicable   X 

 

 Easy to understand: This indicator can be complex.  In order to gather this information 

it would require background knowledge on cartography as well as tree canopy.  

Background research and information are necessary for understanding what exactly tree 

coverage means to a given area.  

 Data easily available: This data is not consistently collected.  The study from which this 

data was collected is not done very often.  There is not much past data available and there 

is a chance that there would not be future data available either; all of these occur because 

of the high cost of collecting the data.  Someone with mapping experience would be 

needed to collect this data.   



 115

 Relevance: This indicator is relevant and it shows how green and sustainable a 

neighborhood is. The more tree coverage an area has the greater the opportunity for 

greenhouse gases such as carbon dioxide, can be absorbed by the leaves of the trees.    

 Forward-looking: There is no past data on this and future data may or may not be 

collected by the Annis Resource Institute.  

 Congruence: This information can be congruent where available.  If another city, county, 

or state has this information available to them then it is possible to use the information for 

comparison. 

 Practicality: This indicator is practical.  A tree-planting program would produce 

measurable results.  If both neighborhoods planted more trees they would improver their 

coverage percentages and thus reduce greenhouse gases.    

 Replicable: This indicator is only replicable by professionals or those with cartographic 

skills.  Due to the way that this data is being collected, it is not easily replicable by the 

general public.  This information is very expensive to obtain and gather as well.  The data 

would also be collected only when someone does a study and collects the data.  Another 

type of measure or indicator needs to be done to collect this data.  Such as one of the 

indicators and measures done in the Boston indicators project under their environment 

and energy goal.    

Belknap Lookout Results: 

Belknap Lookout has a total of 602 acres, with 134 acres of urban tree canopy coverage. This 

comes down to 22% tree canopy coverage for the neighborhood, and has been calculated to be 

1.3% of the total tree coverage in the city of Grand Rapids.   

Eastown Results: 

Eastown has a total area of 391 acres, with 139 acres of the neighborhood urban tree canopy. 

This comes down to 36% tree canopy coverage for the neighborhood, and has been calculated to 

be 1.4% of the total tree coverage in the city of Grand Rapids.   
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Source: GVSU-AWRI 2008. Neighborhood Stats: City of Grand Rapids, Planning Department: 
(2008). 
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Goal 4 Conclusion 
Goal:  Neighborhoods are green and environmentally sustainable.  

 

Belknap Lookout Conclusion: 

4.1 There is no change in the number of local farmers’ market providing local food.  

There is one local market accessible to the residents of Belknap Lookout.  This 

indicator meets the goal. 

4.2 No change of green spaces is observed in the data.  The location of two green spaces 

accessible within quarter of a mile distance from the Belknap Lookout households is 

mapped.  There has been an increase in green space(s) for Grand Rapids. This 

indicator meets the goal. 

4.3 Belknap Lookout’s 22% tree canopy fell short of the 40% goal.  This indicator does 

not meet the goal. 

 

Eastown Conclusion: 

4.1 There is no change in the number of local farmers’ market providing local food.  

There is one local market accessible to the residents of Eastown.  This indicator meets 

the goal. 

4.2 No change of green spaces is observed in the data.  The location of two green spaces 

accessible within quarter of a mile distance from the Eastown households is mapped.  

There has been an increase in green space(s) for Grand Rapids. This indicator meets 

the goal. 

4.3 Eastown’s 36% tree canopy fell short of the 40% goal.  This indicator does not meet 

the goal. 
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Indicator 5.1 – Strong Citizen‐based Organizations are 
active

Source: http://www.nwlincs.org/oreven/TRK_group.jpg
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Goal 5. Empowerment, Human Connectedness, and Social Justice are Prominent Features 

in the Neighborhoods 

 

The fifth goal is defined through the following indicator:  

5.1  Strong citizen based organizations are active  

The goal of empowerment, human connectedness, and social justice being prominent features of 

the neighborhoods was chosen because; this goal can help to show reinvestment in 

neighborhoods at a citizen level. This goal looks at citizens and their participation with in a 

neighborhood. With this type of goal one is able to determine what is being done at a citizen 

level or for citizens to move a neighborhood in a positive direction. This goal also mirrors that of 

other neighborhood indicator projects, especially those mentioned in the literature review, such 

as The Boston Indicator Project and The Green Grand Rapids Project. The similarity between 

this goal and others like it is that cities are using this goal to see if citizen’s needs are being met 

or if there is a sense of community pride. There is only one indicator in this goal: “Strong 

citizen-based organizations are active”. 
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 Goal 5:  Empowerment, human connectedness, and social justice are prominent features in 

neighborhoods 

Indicator 5.1:  Strong citizen-based organizations are active 

Measure: number of organizations where 51% or more of their board members are from the 

neighborhood; number of meetings held in the past year with number of attendance, and number 

of due paying members 

Method/Source: Count them and review records 

Introduction: Using the above measure will help United Growth in determining whether or not 

their goal of empowerment is being met. By using the measures a community can see not only, 

the availability of forums for citizen participation but also, how many citizens are actually 

participating in their neighborhoods. This information will also show if citizens are participating 

in the reinvestment of their neighborhoods.  Information is only provided for a few organizations 

within each neighborhood.   

Assessment: 

Maclaren's Indicators criteria matrix 

  Yes Inconclusive No 
Easy to understand X   
Data easily available   X  
Relevance   X 
Forward-looking   X 
Congruence  X  
Practicality  X  
Replicable X   

 

 Easy to understand: The indicator is easy to understand.  

 Data easily available: The measure for this specific indicator is semi-consistently 

collected.  The data is usually collected by the board of the organization or the secretary.   

 Relevance: The indicator is relevant but, the measure is not.  Looking at attendance 

figures and the makeup of the board does not show how active an organization is.  After 

talking with these organizations, although attendance numbers maybe small compared to 

population make up, these organization are very active.   
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 Forward-looking: No accurate trend data can be established due to sporadic attendance 

by community members.  

 Practicality: This indicator is able to be measured and compared to others like it.  Many 

neighborhoods have citizen based organizations with which this data can be compared.  

 Replicable: This information is also replicable if gathered daily.   

Belknap Lookout Results: Within Belknap there is several citizen based organization. They are 

Neighbors of Belknap Lookout or NOBL, which is their neighborhood association, a business 

association, and several block clubs. Below is a brief description of the organization as well as 

the measurements desired for the indicator. 

NOBL (Neighbors of Belknap Lookout) Neighborhood Association  

The NOBL office is located at:  

1042 Lafayette NE, telephone # 454-8413.  

Contact: Kristi DeKraker  

Website: noblegr.org  

Email: nobl@choiceonemail.com  

The Neighbors of Belknap Lookout is an independent, democratic association of residents and 

businesses organized to define and solve the problems facing the Belknap area through 

embarking upon programs and activities to preserve and better the area. NOBL seeks to provide 

residents with a vehicle by which they can address common problems and attempts to insure that 

all residents have an active voice in all matters affecting the quality of life in the community. 

 Meetings held 2nd Tuesday of every month 

 Meetings average 15-30 people depending on issue 

 2008- 37 due paying members 2007-126 due paying members varies year to year 

 8/9 board members live in Belknap  

 8 committees with 8 to 9 members in each; except for Safety Patrol which has about 40 

or more volunteers  

Eastown Results: Within Eastown there are a few citizen based organization. They are the 

Eastown neighborhood association and the Eastown Business Association. Below is a brief 

description of the organization as well as the measurements desired for the indicator.  

Eastown Community Association  

The office is located at: 415 Ethel SE Grand Rapids MI 49506 
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Contact: Amy Jonason 

Phone: 616.451.3025  

A community association especially committed to BALLE principles—we also work closely 

with the Eastown Business Association. 

 ¾ of board members live in Eastown the other board member owns several properties in 

Eastown 

 Meetings held once a month  

 Anyone who lives or works in Eastown is considered a member 

 Average of 10 residents per meeting 

 No dues required but, a membership drive is held throughout the year; 08/09 season is 

reporting donations from 80 residents 

Eastown Business Association  

Contact: Jaye Van Lenten  

E-mail: jaye@spiritdreamsgr.com  

The Eastown Business Association (EBA) is a membership organization comprised of retailers, 

restaurant owners, business owners, landlords and others with an interest in preserving and 

enhancing the unique qualities of Eastown. It was founded as a non-profit group in 1991 under 

the auspices of the Grand Rapids Neighborhood Business Association (NBA). Membership to 

the Eastown Business Association is open to anyone with business or interests within the district.  

 Dues are $100 per year 

 93 various businesses within area 

 Meetings are held quarterly (March, June, September, and December) 

 Board is voluntary  

 Attendance averages 20 to 40 people 

Dues paying members average 40 to 60 business owners within any given year 
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Final Conclusions 

For Grand Rapids to progress in the future, each of the neighborhoods must actively work 

towards these characteristics of a sustainable neighborhood.  Community leadership is vital in 

reproducing the data in the future because Grand Rapids knows of the neighborhood’s unique 

conditions.  The goals and indicators will continue to provide a framework for neighborhoods to 

structure their growth by defining ways that a community can work to create a more sustainable 

neighborhood. 

For neighborhoods to be Vibrant, Economically Sustainable Communities, the 

communities must attract new growth with dense and valued property.  It is important to have 

quality schools in close proximity and local investment in the area.  Statewide MEAP testing 

helps demonstrate the quality of schools and US Census population data provides population 

statistics; however neighborhood members are the best resource for counting vacant lots, 

determining the amount of locally owned businesses, and measuring the proximity to 

neighborhood elementary schools.  A future indicator that also could be counted by local 

residents would be the amount of mixed-use buildings in the area, which would demonstrate an 

efficient use of space and allow residents to be in close proximity to goods and services. 

To have every neighborhood as a Mixed Income and Diverse Neighborhood, there 

must be various housing options available.  Each neighborhood needs to have rental housing, 

affordable housing, and a diverse economic and racial demographic.  Collecting this information 

relies heavily on easily accessible data tracked by the city and US Census.  A mixed 

neighborhood also means that there is accessible housing and neighborhood for people with 

physical disabilities.  The Disability Advocates of Kent County is a key resource for future 

indicator information on how neighborhoods are creating accessibility for all members of the 

community.  According to the Boston Indicator Project, “A healthy community is one in which 

all individuals and families are welcome to live, work, or play in every neighborhood- without 

regard to race, income, religion, language, gender, ability, or sexual orientation”.20   Besides the 

need to decrease segregation in neighborhoods, it is important that diversity is also seen within 

local education options as well.  A future indicator could look at the racial demographics found 

in local elementary and middle schools. 

                                                 
20 "1.5.2 Degree of residential segregation, Boston and Metro Boston." The Boston Indicator 
Project. 2009. The Boston Foundation. 27 Feb. 2009 <www.bostonindicators.org>. 
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Each neighborhood needs A Full-Range of Transportation Modes to increase the 

amount of public transit, non-motorized options, and greener cars.  Neighborhoods must create 

attractive options for pedestrians and bikers and ensure that public transit is available.  People 

with disabilities must have mobility around the neighborhood as well.  Bike lanes, sidewalks, 

and bus lines, are clearly shown and mapped out.  However, it is difficult to track Indicator 3.5: 

“Residents have become less car dependent” because measuring ownership of cars per household 

does not show the amount that residents actually use their cars verse other forms of 

transportation.  Future indications of transportation modes could be measured by participation 

levels of public transit and frequency of public transit lines to neighborhoods.  The Boston 

Indicator Project 2005-2006 measured the use of low-emissions vehicles and vehicle greenhouse 

gas emissions as indicators of environment sustainability.  Their data was collected from their 

statewide environmental commission.  If Michigan begins to increase their state environmental 

study data, then Grand Rapids could also track these emission standards as a method for 

increasing greener car-usage.  We also suggest that Indicator 3.6: “Resident with disabilities can 

easily access the entire neighborhood” become a separate goal instead of an indicator, because of 

the many issues that are encompassed by making the neighborhood suitable for residents with 

disabilities. The methods for gathering the data to gage the accessibility a neighborhood are 

widely diverse and not applicable by any one process.  United Growth’s original “complete 

streets” indicator was not used in our project because the analysis is costly and time consuming. 

Neighborhoods will be Green and Environmentally Sustainable through a well-

rounded approach to providing environment-friendly options and education to its neighbors.  

Residents must have access to locally grown food and neighborhoods must understand the 

importance of green parks and tree coverage.  For future measurement of these indicators, local 

residents will need to be an active part in counting the amount of farmer’s market and locally 

grown food options available as well as knowing their proximity to green space and parks.  It 

will be difficult to replicate Indicator 4.3: “Street Canopy Reduces Greenhouse Gases”, because 

although it is important to have street canopies, it is an expensive process to collect the data.  

Furthermore, fully grown trees do not actually sequester significant amounts of carbon.  Future 

indicators could also include tracking LEED-certified buildings and measuring energy 

consumption through kilowatt hours per capita. 
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Neighbors must have Empowerment, Human Connectedness, and Social Justice to 

see their role in community outcomes.  Therefore, each neighborhood needs to have 

opportunities for strong citizen based organizations and see them as having an important voice 

and opinion.  We have looked to other indicator projects across the United States in order to find 

more indicators to demonstrate empowerment, human connectedness, and social justice, because 

this goal currently only has one indicator.  The Boston Indicator Project 2005-2006 used voter 

participation, accessibility to information through community newspapers and high levels of 

book circulation at the local library as measures of Civil Vitality.  Boston measured Social 

Capital by using a Boston Police Department public safety survey asking people, “If you had a 

problem, could you rely on your nearby neighbors for help?’   A neighborhood survey is time 

consuming; however it could lead to a better understanding of how neighbors felt in their 

community. 

During our project, some of the indicators were reorganized under different goals.  We 

suggest that, in the future, more comprehensive and concise ideal neighborhood characteristics 

be developed.  The Maclaren analysis proved to be an efficient way of choosing proper 

indicators, and should be used for possible future additions. 

Grand Rapids has the opportunity to be a leading city in sustainable development.  It is a 

prime time for community members and leaders to join together to work towards a practical and 

more sustainable future.  Successful application of these indicators and goals will create a valued 

Grand Rapids community that will continue to attract talent, jobs, and investment. 
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Appendix 

Literature Review 
The Literature Review serves as a research tool to enhance the Practicum Group and the 

clients’ understanding of the project.  The review provides examples and insight into other 

similar indicator projects across the country.  We found two projects that helped shape our 

understanding of indicator projects: The Boston Indicators Project 2004-2006 and The Green 

Grand Rapids (GGR) Project.  These two reports have comparable goals and indicators similar 

to what united growth is aiming for.  The Boston and Grand Rapids projects are continuously 

referenced in our analysis of the indicators.  

The Boston Indicators Project was started in order to understand Boston’s neighborhoods 

in a regional context, which is similar to the overarching goal of United Growth.  Boston has 

collected data biennially since 2000 and plans to do so until the city’s 400th anniversary in 2030.   

The Boston Indicators Project demonstrates the complexity of an indicator project and how 

indicators can support the goals of a neighborhood.  It collects data for ten different ‘sectors’ 

which are similar to United Growth’s five goals.  For each sector, Boston has a list of goals, 

indicator measurements, and methodology for collecting data.   

The Green Grand Rapids Project provides useful background information on Grand 

Rapids and their neighborhoods.  Green Grand Rapids provides information that is directly 

related to many of United Growth’s indicators for a sustainable neighborhood.   The City of 

Grand Rapids started GGR Project as an effort to improve the city of Grand Rapids by 

generating a scope and goals for the city.  Below is a full review of this project and the Boston 

Indicators Project.  

The Boston Indicators Project  

The Boston Indicator Project is a forward looking project which began in 2000 and is set 

to end or be reviewed in the year 2030.  The Boston Foundation started this project to help 

Boston understand their neighborhoods in a regional context, democratize access to information, 

foster informed public disclosure, track progress on shared civic goals, and report on change.  

The Boston Indicator Project focuses on ten sectors: Civic Vitality, Cultural Life and the Arts,  

Economy, Education, Environment, Health, Housing, Public Safety, Technology, and 

Transportation. These ten sectors are goals that contain indicator measures to collect data.  The 
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following is an example of their sixth sector: ‘Housing’.  The sector on housing has nine goals, 

each with respective indicator measures and application to Boston’s neighborhoods.  The 

following is an example of the first two indicator measures of Goal 6.2: “Housing Affordable to 

All Residents”: 

Goals Indicator Measures How are we doing? 
6.2 Housing Affordable to 
All Residents 

6.2.2 Median home price, Boston 
neighborhood 

In 2006, a median-income household 
could afford a median-priced single family 
home in 27 of 148 Metro Boston 
municipalities.  The median price for 
single family homes in Greater Boston 
reached a peak of $492,000 in 2005, but 
fell 2.4% to $480,000 in 2006. Even with 
this small decline, higher interest rates 
continue to erode affordability. 

6.2.2 Median home price, Boston 
neighborhood 

In 2000, 79% of Boston households could 
not afford the median priced single-family 
home of $216,000.  Prices rose 45% 
between 2000 and 2006, increasing the 
gap between affordability and prices 
101%. The Boston median home sales 
price fell 2.1% from 2005 to 2006, but 
most families will remain outside the 
homeownership market, with prices 169% 
higher than in 1997. 

6.2.3 Median advertised two-
bedroom rental, Boston 

Boston median asking rents in 2006 were 
82% higher than 1995. Rents fell in 2001-
2003, before rebounding in 2004/2005 
and stabilizing in 2006. In 2005, 47% of 
Metro Boston renters and 51% of Boston 
renters paid more than 30% of income to 
rent. The median income renter in Boston 
would have to spend 45% of income to 
pay the 2005 median rent. 

 

 

They use this format for each of the ten sectors.  Each sector has several goals and several 

indicator measures.  Boston adds and changes indicator measures and goals as deemed 

necessary.  Through gathering of this information, Boston is able to plan and change their city 

accordingly.    

Green Grand Rapids 

The GGR Project is led by Suzanne Schulz, the Planning Director of the City of Grand 

Rapids.  It is an 18-month project and will be used to update the city's 2002 Master Plan by 

incorporating more emphasis on green initiatives.  The project brings together Grand Rapids 

resident opinions and concerns by encouraging residents to participate in the initiative.  The 

project works to combine the resident’s input with municipal policy and the master plan(s).  
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Grand Rapids residents participated in the three phases of the ‘Citizen Participation’ efforts.  

Citizens are asked to contribute in three ways: to give and prioritize their ideas, and create an 

action plan. 

The City is required to update its Master Plan and Parks and Recreation Plan every five 

years.   The City of Grand Rapids Planning Department and Parks and Recreation Department 

used this as an opportunity to create a master plan that focused on “quality of life and the 

physical development of community infrastructure as it relates to greening, connectivity, natural 

systems, the Grand River, recreation and public health”.21 

The goals of the GGR Project coincide with United Growth’s Ideal Neighborhood 

project.  The concerns of the Planning and Zoning department of the City of Grand Rapids were 

the decreasing amount of vacant land in the city, downsizing of GGR Project, shrinking city 

resources, and ensuring the awareness of tree canopy benefits are evident.21  The surveys show 

that the citizens have an increasing demand for bike lanes in the city and a concern for the 

underutilization of Grand River.  There is a request for community gardens and farmers markets 

and a need for an economic development strategy.   

United Growth’s goals and indicators for goal four: “Neighborhoods are Environmentally 

Green and Sustainable” are similar to the results of GGR.  The GGR Project provides many 

maps regarding the Grand Rapids’ environment.  Our analysis of the United Growth indicator’s 

was supported by the information gathered from GGR.  The following map is an example of how 

data collection can be complimented and presented with the help of the City of Grand Rapids 

Planning Department; it is a map of Parks and Recreation locations.  The City of Grand Rapids 

uses the map: Figure L1 to show the current locations of their green space and show their three 

priority strategies for the future of green space.  The priority strategies are to provide an 

accessible park with ¼ mile of all residents, to establish maintenance priorities that balance 

quality and cost, and to extend the riverwalk from Riverside Street to Millennium Street.  These 

priorities are similar to United Growth’s indicator “Green Spaces Are Accessible”.  

                                                 
21 "Green Grand Rapids." City of Grand Rapids. 13 Apr. 2009 <http://www.grand‐
rapids.mi.us/index.pl?page_id=8572>. 
 


