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Outline: WWhy are we here”’?
1. Amenity Growth—Dbasic conceptual ideas. |
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3. Future trends in Amenlty-ted Growth
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Nome: The map snows 1990-2006 ave@ge anrual percent gowth for US counties

The 1991-2005 percent popuBton change for CanadBn Census CLISNS use Statistics Canada Cata and are Dased 0n 1996 conslsient Doundares

Broom et County. CO (05014) 15 comprised of e counties of Adams (05001). Boulder (05013). Jefferson (03059) and Wekd 03123) Source: NED MWW, CEnsuS QOVIgEO Www A GEricl chng ntmi 1990

Darker shades of red are population growth; darker shades of blue is population
loss.

Describe the Prairies and Alberta fitting into broader North American population
trends. Not simple NDP vs Conservatives or Dems vs Reps in U.S.

That is local economies are not enough to explain huge regional patterns that
extend across borders.

Note the high amenities in the western U.S. (not oil) and the rapid population loss in
the Great Plains. See the SE Sunbelt Coastal growth and signs of growth in the
Northern Woods of MN, MI, and W1 and SC Appalachia.

Data note: The component counties that made up Broomfield CO, Colorado are
merged for purposes of calculating population change.
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This shows the net compensation due to high household QOL and net
compensation for businesses due to favorable business climate. + good; - bad.
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Sunbelt growth. Some around mountains and Oceans. G~ rowth around cities.

Yet, many areas lagged over longer period due to tr  ansition from traditional
natural resource extraction industries. N. Ml is an example of growth that is
linked to amenities. N. Rockies or N. MN, N. WI,

Source, U.S. Census Bureau. See. Partridge, Mark D., Dan S. Rickman, Kamar
Ali and M. Rose Olfert. (2008). “Lost in Space: Popu lation Dynamics in the
American Hinterlands and Small Cities.”  Journal of Economic Geography
doi: 10.1093/jeg/Ibn038. Printed version online.
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For the underlying regression model: See Partridge, Mark D., Dan S. Rickman,
Kamar Ali and M. Rose Olfert. (2008). “Lost in Space : Population Dynamics in

the American Hinterlands and Small Cities.”
doi: 10.1093/jeg/Ibn038. Printed version online.

Journal of Economic Geography
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This is the effects on 1950-2000 population growth from some Amenity

variables:

For the underlying regression model: See Partridge, Mark D., Dan S. Rickman,
Kamar Ali and M. Rose Olfert. (2008). “Lost in Space : Population Dynamics in

the American Hinterlands and Small Cities.”
doi: 10.1093/jeg/Ibn038. Printed version online.

Journal of Economic Geography
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Notice how northern amenity rich areas stand out mo re in the northern
Rockies and in the woods country of MN, WI, and Ml —as well as the Ozarks.
Primary sector declined in the ca 1950-80 period an  d has been replaced by
amenity led growth.

Source, U.S. Census Bureau. See. Partridge, Mark D. , Dan S. Rickman, Kamar
Ali and M. Rose Olfert. (2008). “Lost in Space: Popu lation Dynamics in the
American Hinterlands and Small Cities.”  Journal of Economic Geography

doi: 10.1093/jeg/Ibn038. Printed version online.
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Note the rapid growth in high-amenity areas, but also that Lake Superior is not a
panacea by itself.
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This maps the regression coefficients across the co untry: Note the
heterogeneity of positive and negative responses

Southeast and Northeast have the expected positive impact of January
temperature (NE negatively, SE positively)

West has very little impact from Jan temp

Upper MW benefits from colder marginal Januarys, pe  rhaps due to winter
recreation

Should not simplistically conclude that an area wil | suffer unless they have
warm winters

18



Note that “water abundant” Eastern regions with water
amenity

West benefits more from water

Central Plains states benefits the most from having
diminishing marginal utility

don’t benefit from the

more water, or
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1-24 USDA ERS scale that is positively related to m
terrain.

In the east, rough topography inhibits growth, perh
barriers

In the west, with clearer vistas, topography is pos
perhaps reflecting amenities and recreation

In the Southcentral U.S., topography most related t

ore hilly/mountainous
aps due to transportation
itively related to growth,

0 growth
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Notes that growth is very urban centric. Very stron g in exurban (rural)
counties outside of metropolitan areas. Winnipeg, T  win Cities, St. Cloud,
Thunder Bay, Fargo, Brandon.

But, not in this rapid semi-circle band of growth e xtending from just outside
the Northern suburbs of the Twin Cities through Bra inerd, and Bemidiji. This
is amenity driven growth that is reaching Lake of t he Woods, and Itasca
counties. My point is that this growth began near t he Twin Cities in the 1960s
and is coming this way. At one time, these communit ies were also dependent
on a combination of forestry, mining, and some agri culture, and now they are
prosperous communities that use their natural advan tage as their engine of
growth. This pattern should reach the International Falls/Ft Frances region as
well.

21



S. Ontario Cottage Country is a high amenity area o
urban areas. It is rapidly growing illustrating the
more remote areas with the right-mix of “natural cap

utside the clear reach of
gains that can be made in
ital.”
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