Table 2

Councilmember positions on Major Economic Development  issues in 11 Cities
% voting in support       Mean expressed support

  of development

     for development

Kansas City, Mo  

  TIFs







  98


3.92

  Downtown redevelopments




100


4.82

Raytown, Mo

  BHA Retention





  90


4.30

Lee’s Summit, MO

   Summit Woods Shopping Mall



  78


4.22

St. Joe’s MO

  Premium Pork Processing Plant



  88


4.42

Kansas City, KS

  Speedway and Village West

100


4.89

Overland Park, KS


  Arena and Entertainment District

  36


4.45

Lawrence, KS

   Wal-Mart






  40


1.78

Topeka, KS


  Go Topeka

  88


4.67

Stockton, CA


  Sports Arena and Waterfront Development

  80


3.80

Lodi, CA

  Four Corner Development




100


4.75

Richmond, CA

  Point Motate Casino





  75


2.75

Table 3

Extent to which various factors were perceived as important bases of 

officials’ positions on economic development issues








% of instances when



   Mean
officials claimed factor

    






Importance
       was of no importance

Group pressures





.52


71%

Preferences of constituents within district


.82


51

Preferences of citizens within city



.80


49

Persuasive arguments of other officials


.70


65

Legal considerations





.57


71

Jurisdictional considerations




.49


74

The local political culture




.21


84

Economic considerations




4.04


  9

Principles of justice and morality



1.91


38

Table 4

Councilmember support for various principles regarding economic growth






  % opposed         % support     Mean support

Economic growth is in public interest

13

52

3.46

Subsidizing business investments that

   creates jobs and enhances tax base is

   in the economic interests of the city

24

40

3.44

Not interfering in the free market is in 

   the economic interests of the city


33

41

3.14

Controlling business investments to ensure

   they conform to community’s broader plans

   is in the economic interests of the city

31

52

3.66

Mirroring the racial diversity of the city

   is important in contracting



41

52

3.22

Acting for the greater good of the greatest

55

15

3.61


  number (utilitarianisn)

Protecting the least advantaged


18

55

3.56

   (Rawlsian justice)

Table 5

Support for hypothetical economic development issues



Strongly
Weakly
Neutral

Weakly
Strongly



Opposed
Opposed


Supportive
Supportive

Eminent domain

For private

Development
12
12
11
43
23

Gated

Communities
23
8
10
18
42

Living Wage

Ordinance
31
15
6
19
28

Linkage

Policies
21
17
6
37
20

