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Sustalnable design “,meqets the néeds of the
presept without compromising the ability of
future generatlons to meet their own needs.”

- - WLrId C(.)'r‘nmlssmn on the Enwronment and Development




It is to the interest of the city, and of every individual
within it, that all lands within the limits of the city be as
fully and advantageously occupied as possible and
thereby become as valuable as possible. These results
can be achieved only if lands are occupied and used for
the purposes to which they are naturally and, therefore,
best adapted.

George Kessler, 1917
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The lesson of every European city is the wisdom of
thinking in terms of generations, rather than in terms
of months or years-in the planning of a city.

J.C. Nichols, 1923



Housing built prior to 1940
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Housing built between 1940-1950
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Housing built between 1950-1960
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Housing built between 1960-1970
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Housing built between 1970-1980
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Housing built between 1980-1990
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Housing built between 1990-2000
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Housing built between 2000-20207?
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Kansas City has nearly 50
percent more highway
miles per person than any
other major U.S. city.

KC Star (1995)



Figure 3-1: Growth in Vehicle Miles

of Travel and Population, 1980-1997
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Administration. Highway Statistics (Summary to 1995, and
annual editions, /996 and /997), Washington, DC.
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2006 FATTEST CITIES

. Chicago (5)

Las Vegas (9)

Los Angeles (21%)
Dallas (6)

Houston (1)

Memphis (4)

Long Beach, Calif. (20)
El Paso (11)

. Kansas City, Mo. (18)
. Mesa, Ariz. (15)

. Indianapolis (13)

. San Antonio (10)

. Fort Worth (14)

. Miami (19)

. Detroit (3)

. Columbus, Ohio (16)
. Oklahoma City (21)

. Cleveland (24%)

. Wichita (17)
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National Obesity Trend
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60% of Children walked to school in 1973...
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Average % of Income Spent on Housing + Transportation

I transportation I housing

Center for Neighborhood Technology
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For each 1 gallon of gas your car" /

burns It releases about



“This disaster is not set to happen in some science fiction future
many years ahead, but in our lifetime. Unless we act now. . .

these consequences, disastrous as they are, will be irreversible.”
- Tony Blair, 2006
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Source: UN Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC),
Third Assessment Report, Climate Change 2001
Graphlc: Woods Hole Research Center




Where are we headed?

The next 100 years compared to the last 1000

Projections of global average ’ *
surface temperature show

4 - we’'re heading for a climatic
) state far outside the range of
] variation of the last 1000 years. IPCC 2001scenarios actey Gente
all SRES smwelope
3 - 104 [0 JE———

Indeed, we're on our way to

- making the world hotter in the

] 215t century than it's been in

| the last million years, possibly

- hotter than in the last 30

] million years. TODAY

TEMPERATURE ANOMALY (°C)




Greenhouse Gas Emissions per Household
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Source: Union of Concerned Scientists




Carbon Footprint

{ Tonsof CO,
per Household
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56 Married couples with children (23.3)
Married couples without children (28.2)
15.2 233 Other family households (16.4)
Men living alone (11.2)
11.2 Women living alone (15.2)
Other nonfamily households (5.6)
16.4 28.2

Source: U.S, Bureau of the Census, Current Population Survey,
March; and Annual Social and Economic Supplement: 2003.
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If everyone lived like an American, we would need almost

6 plane’[S to support life.




Fig. 2: HUMANITY'S ECOLOGICAL FOOTPRINT,
1961-2001

14 Fig. 17: ECOLOGICAL FOOTPRINT BY REGION,
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LEED

Increase
! More than
in I._EED 500 million
Projects square feet.
in three

years.

More than
180 million
square feet.

More than
141 million
square feet.

More than
80 million
square feet.



b | 4
Buildings . wc AUSSTTE
WATER

. USE SAVINGS
.| CARBON SAVINGS
SAVINGS

ENER GY
SAVINGS
30%




FACTORIES
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Corporate Commitments and Results

{»:t:’; SRR CinERGY.

5% reduction
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INTRODUCTION USGBC PARTNERS KEYNOTE SPEAKERS

LEED Companies

Financial Performance

Comparison of Publicly Traded
USGBC Weighted by Market Cap
vs. Market Averages
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a%%ﬁji‘iﬁ m IMPERING.

GHEVY™ KODIAK. STRONG. TOUGH. DURABLE,

The sound of crunching dirt and gravel says it all. The Chevy Kodiak is relentless —with a choice of
powerful gas and diesel engines and a complete line of manual and automatic transmissions. And
as if that weren’t enough, Kodiak offers a range of GVWWRs from 16,000 Ibs to 61,000 Ibs: From the
sounds of it, the Chevy Kodiak will be intimidating job sites for years to come.

CHEVY TRUCKS _— _ LIKE A ROCK

1-800-TO-CHEVY or visit us at www.chevrolet.com

WHEN THE ASTEROID H

AND CIVILIZATION CRUM

YOU’LL BE READY.
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more green for €SS green.

PRIUS LEASE

aﬁ @ GAS ELECTRIC HYBRID PRIUS

= Itruns up to 90% cleaner for smog-forming emissions than
it most vehlcles. Il gets up to 52 miles per gallon and 566 miles per tank: And now, it comes with

T two more ways to save. The gas and electric Toyota Prius. The car that makes an environmental
up 0 $zn nu DEDUCTION statement without hurting your bank statement. Visit your local Toyota dealer for a test-drive today.

$2691’MU for 35 Mos!
$1988c0 )

On appraved credit.

Oly a bmited pumbes of o

s Set your ua!l(.wﬂlmg Toyoda deater §
e Your






- Hurricané Tracks
When sea-surfate temperatures
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United States - Wind Resource Map
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Top Twenty States Potential Wind Energy
in

Billions of Kilowatt Hours per Year

Source. Dept. of Energy, Pacific Northwest Laboratory, August 1591, PNL-F7BES
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Analysis of Wind Generation Options for Greensburg, Kansas Ocrtober 2. 2007

- Metersper  Thjg high-resolution
| Second at

s0Meters Map shows the
estimated mean
annual wind speeds
ina 10- by 10-mile
area centered on
Greensburg. Since it
Is based on the
state’s data, it is no
more accurate than
their data. However,
it accurately shows
differences in wind
speeds in the area.
Therefore, it can be
used for determining
the best sites for
wind generation in
the area.
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Map is based on the Kansas
e, Wind Speed Map Corporation Commission 1,000-
& around Greensburg, Kansas meter resolution wind speed

database.

Wind Utility Consulting, PC
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GREENSBURG VISION

BLESSED WITH A UNIQUE OPPORTUNITY

TO CREATE A STRONG COMMUNITY
DEVOTED TO FAMILY,

FOSTERING BUSINESS,

WORKING TOGETHER FOR FUTURE GROWTH.

COMMUNITY

A PROGRESSIVE COMMUNITY THAT OFFERS URBAN SERVICES WITHIN THE UNASSUMING FEEL OF
A RURAL, MIDWESTERN COMMUNITY.

FAMILY

A COMMUNITY THAT PROVIDES OPPORTUNITIES FOR ITS YOUNG PEOPLE IN THE WAY OF JOBS,
EDUCATION AND RECREATION AS REASONS TO STAY IN GREENSBURG.

PROSPERITY

A COMMUNITY WHERE ENTREPRENEURIAL SPIRIT, CUSTOMER SERVICE, AND A SUSTAINABLE
ECONOMY PERMEATE THE BUSINESS SECTOR AND WHERE RESIDENTS, TRAVELERS, AND TOUR-
ISTS ENJOY A FULL LINE OF LOCALLY OWNED BUSINESSES THAT PROVIDE JOBS AND SERVICES
TO AN EXCEPTIONAL EXAMPLE OF SMALL-TOWN AMERICA.

A COMMUNITY THAT RECOGNIZES THE IMPORTANCE OF THE NATURAL ENVIRONMENT AND BAL
ANCES THE NEED FOR GROWTH AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT WITH THE MAINTENANCE AND IM-
PROVEMENT OF THE ENVIRONMENT.

AN UP-TO-DATE, AFFORDABLE RURAL COMMUNITY WHERE HOUSING PLANS AND STRATEGIES IN-
CORPORATE ENERGY-EFFICIENT DESIGN AND MATERIALS AND SERVE AS A REGIONAL AND NA-
TIONAL MODEL FOR INTEGRATING RESIDENTS OF ALL AGES AND NEEDS WITH SERVICES OF ALL
KINDS.

GROWTH

A COMMUNITY THAT OPENS ITS DOORS TO NEW RESIDENTS AND VISITORS WITHOUT AFFECTING
THE VALUES AND LIFESTYLES OF ITS CURRENT RESIDENTS.

MAKE PROACTIVE DECISIONS THAT USE THIS OPPORTUNITY TO REVERSE THE DECLINE OF THE
COMMUNITY AND BUILD A PROGRESSIVE CITY WITH A STRONG FUTURE.

COMMUNITY VISION + GOALS




- The Next Blu Environmental David- and-GullalIl Trial by William I.angewlesul_lem
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CITIES LEADING THE WAY

June 13, 2005 the mayors climate protection agreement was passed
unanimously by the U.S. Conference of Mayors.

October 12, 2007 691 mayors, representing over 74 million Americans, have
accepted the challenge.
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“The future belongs tothose who give the next generation reason to hope.”

S, !
{

-Tethard de Chardin




QUESTIONS?
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