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Precedents and early insights ...
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European
Mega-regions

and Territorial
Cohesion
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HSR in the EU: 2020
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U.S. Population Change 2005-2050
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Population Change per square mile, 1990-2000
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Rural Areas Projected to Experience Increased
Development, 2000-2030

Source: USFS Open Space Strategy

- Projected increase
[ | Conterminous United States



Emerging
U.S. Megaregions
Credit: University of Penns




Why Megaregions?

* Challenges occur at
scale greater than
metropolitan region

* Large infrastructure
systems

 Large natural systems

* Building blocks to a
national plan
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Northeast
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I d ﬁ £ the Northeast MegaRegion, two components
n e n]% of the study area were formed. The fisst is
the urbanized core of the n, and the second is comprised of the region’s
support zone, which provide much of its natural resources of water and open
space. In choosing the determinants of the study area, population, density

and other socio-demographic factors were considered.” The interdependent
characteristics of commuting patterns and natural resources were chosen as the
major determinants.
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Vision : Dense Hubs
connected by high-speed transport

Population density per square mile

Source: U.S. Census




National Resources Planning Board
and the Interstate System
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Passenger Rail Network
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Shrinking cities and thinly
populated places...



Composite Index of Underperforming

Characteristics
Number of Percent of Population
Rank Counties total Population 1970 2006 Percent Change
0] 1,107 36% 104,587,456 191,345,884 83%
1 707 23% 33,699,693 44,099,727 31%
2 645 21% 48,416,403 47,284,431 -2%

3,099 201,602,749 296,166,137



Underperforming Counties




With the Exception of the Great Lakes
Underperforming Counties are outside of the

Megaregions
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Seven Underperforming Regions ldentified




Megaregion Forums to Set Priorities
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Wide open spaces...
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Large Landscape Conservation:
A Strategic Framework for Policy and Action




10 Most Endangered Rivers

Source: American Rivers

AMmericas Most Rivers™

9 ) Pascagoula River
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Biodiversity Hotspots

(most species, biggest threats)
Source: The Nature Conservancy

Biodiversity Hotspots
In the Continental U.S. and Hawai'i

100 Kilomaters




North American Wildlife Corridors

Source: The Wildlands Project




Climate Change
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Where is the Crown?
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Naming the Landscape

George Bird Grinell coined
the term
“Crown of the Continent”

Blackfeet Nation called this
area the
“Backbone of the World”
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2 national parks
1st international
peace park
Biosphere reserve
3 Wild and Scenic
Rivers

5 wilderness areas
5 endangered
species







Threats to People and Land
Energy and resource development
Residential/commercial development
Economic stagnation/transformation
Habitat fragmentation
Climate change
Wildfire management

Capacity to Respond
Lack of regional identity
Fragmented efforts & jurisdictions
BUT, an opportunity to be proactive
Employ both bottom-up and top-
down solutions and governance




Roundtable on the
Crown of the Continent

CROWN OF THE
CONTINENT

() Pubiic Pollcy Research Institute, April 7, 2009
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