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REGIONAL D ·E V E L 0 ·p M E N T P L A H S 

FORE~ORD 

Well considered progr8llls for national de­
velopment must, of course, reflect local, 
State, and regional points. of view as well 
as 'the best judgment of administrative 
groups and functional policies., This Part 
IV of the report on Development of Resources 
and Stabiliaation of EmPloyment reprod~ces· 
statements on Regional Development Plans 
prepared in the field in cooperation with 
Regional and State Planning agencies and 
with representative citizens, 

What is a Region? Americans. have always 
recognized the existence of regions or groups 
of States within the United States which 
have distinctive problems or unifying back­
grounds, From the earliest Qoloniel days of 
the New England.Confederation, through the 
time when the •South' was clearly recog­
n~zed, down to the more recen~ realization 
of great geographic areas like the Dust 
Bowl, or the Tennessee Valley, we have 
thought in terms of regions. In 1936 1 the 
National Resources Co111111ttee issued a report 
on •Regional Factors in National Planning 
and Development• which reviewed the many 
types of regions "and regional organization 
in this country. Since that time, many fur­
ther efforts have been made to organhe re­
gionally o~ on a sub-national basis for both 
public and private purposes. 

The desire of the National Resources Plan­
ning Board and its predecessors to aid de­
centralized planning has contributed a num­
ber of experiments in this field. The Board 
has organized its field staff in regional 
centers serving areas with no fixed bound­
aries and using a variety of different plan­
ning methods adapted to the special situa~ 
tions in each area. For strictly adminis­
trative and budgetary reasons,. the number of 
•centers• which the Board could staff was 
limited to 10 located as follows: 

1. Boston, Mass., serving New England. 
2. Baltimore, Md,, serving the Middle 

Atlantic Region. 
' 3. Atlanta, Ga., serving the Southeast­

ern Region. 
4. Indianapolis, Ind.,· serving the Ohio­

• Great Lakes Region. 
6. Dallas, Te~., serving the South Cen­

·tral Region. 
6, Omaha,_ Nebr, 1 serving the Missouri 

Valley, · · 
7, Denver, Colo. 1 serving the Int&MIIC)IBI­

tain-Great Plains area, 
8. San Francisco, Calif., serving the 

Southwest. 
9. Portland,·Oreg., serving the Pacific 

Northwest. 
10. Juneau, Alaska, serving Alaska. 
From each of these Field. Offices or reg­

ional centers, the.Board has received pre­
liminary statements of the objectives of 
regtonel developments as seen by the Region­
al Officers of the Board. These programs 
have been revised, re-worked and expanded 
during the last _year with the cooperation of 
State planning boards, regional planning 
commissions, special advisory groups, and 
with tbe active assistance of the field rep­
resentatives of many Federal agencies. The 
resulting statements are called •Regional 
Development P·lans.• They are obviously 
first appro~imations of plans rather than 
full specifications. 

The criteria or statements of objective 
which these Regional Plans suggest for test­
ing public works proJects vary as might be 
expected in accordance with the widely dif­
ferent problems which the regions face. It 
is hoped that these fir&t statements and tbe 
revisions and improvements in these Regional 
Plons which are already under way may aid in 
the public understanding of regional points 
of view towards development proJects and aid 
the Congress in making decisions concerning 
them. 
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Dell' Jl'. Delano: 

I tr-it herewith CGJIY of a ttiiii)JI'ehensive Regional Develop~ 
111e11t Plan for New Englw, baaed on objectives adopted by the llew 
EDgland Reg1onall'l11D11Dg e-ie•ton, and compiled from plans and 
recommendations submitted by the Coamission, the State planning 
board&, Federal egeneies, regional organ1zet1ons interested tn the 
development of water resources, of land resources, of air naviga­
tion fee111t1es, of higlnrays, of recreation, and of industry, and 
other official and unofficial groups. This plan presents the 
prtnetpel objectives toaard the achievement of which we believe 
ell public eDdeevor and prbete enterprise should be directed. 

As a background for these objectives and to make clear the 
:reasons for their selection, we submit in brief form· a sUJUDary 
of present conditions and anticipated trends in respect to the 
people of the Region, where they live and what they do, So tar 
as our reseercb and studies 11111 permit, we have also indicated 
those lines of ettack whieb offer the greatest opportunity for 
early attd1111ent of the objecttves. 

Tbe purpose of a New England Regional Plan is not to spend 
•oney, but retber to seve it by making sure that such money as 
is spent will be spent wisely • :rhe function of our plan 1e not 
to require that public end private activity be carried on accord­
ing to the preconceived idees of a few individuals,. but rather to 
per~~it the desires end needs of the people as e whole, as expres.,. 
sed through democratic media, to be obtained in an orderly end 
etflcient maiDier. W1 tb these views in Jlind we beve prepared the 
attached Cllllprehensive Regional Development Plan for llew England, 

Sincerely yours, 

VICTOR Jl, CUTTER 
Chaif'IIIIJ!I 


