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TN THE February issue of the magazine Industrial

/This article was written mainly by the staff of the Washing-
ft'ran Board of Trade,

The main theme is “the Washington area
stands on the verge of great industrial
growth,” To make stre we get beyond the
verge, the Board is making a big effort to
sell Washington “from coast to coast.”

‘It has advertised in the Wall Sireet
Toumal and (though the word “advertise-
|- ment” nowhere appears) this 22-page fea-
| ture article in Industrial Development cost

a substantial sum, I'm told—a sum that 4
was Sia.ared by the suburban development
| comrmtj;ees. W Brown
‘The main points of this prospectus “to sell Washington,”)
gre as follows:
“’W‘ashmgton, D. C. and its suburban allies are dealing
2 blow to tradition. A sign of glowing welcome is being
flashed fo private industry—coast to coast.” ‘
1 * “Expansion of payrolls not dependent upon Govern-
nt is desirable—even imperative.”
e Government and universities offer unique ad-
lvantages in the way of libraries, research facilities and pro-
fessional people (“the lifeblood of research and develop-
- 'ment”)..
. ® SQGracious living” is a feature of Washington life.
'l'heres culture, opportunity for graduate study and fine
J | pecreational facilities. (A picture of canoeing on the Potoméc
{18 suggestive.) . .'. “Modern as well as spacious old high-
ceAHﬁgapamhnents -are also plentiful.”

L 'J:,he consumer market is‘big and rich and well served
by trﬁnspertatmn and public utilities, “The National Capital
vill have five million inhabitants by the year 2000,"
8 YA large variety of (industrial) sites is available for
pmnl%;se srj lease. ‘1’
~ ®‘There is ample water supply—‘vast stores of sur
{water’’—for industrial use. R S
A () Arlington is closest. “Driving time from the most re-
‘mote part .. .. is less than 12 minutes . . . average is less
'{than 8 mlnutes 1 . “An authentic report has it that the
Morris Cafritz. and Charles Tompkins' companies will jointly
build in the eastern part of the county a shopping center
whlch could be the largest in the world:”
- * Fairfax is.the faslest growil ywth . aehieved
| by the cooperation and understs
f .‘._1;‘139 part of remdents, county “officia
‘New industries . , . will find the a:n:ia understanding and
c peration.”
-’.!_-f'.nnce Geor, jes is strategma]ly located beteween Wash-
I and Baltimore. It is fortum in having more land
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Iiwi;lg" of Washington—is offered the Economic

opment Team of the Metropolitan Area, whose ‘“re-

1d staffs are at the complete disposal of each

ted concern—our clients. ¥ “These SErv-
s, of Géﬁlmiei El"rltiﬁ and eonfidanﬁal e

o

ent. there is an article entitled “Headquarters, USA i

- M w-‘_:i:""ﬁ

More or Lest ‘Gracious? .
* The civic leaders who comprise the Economlc Develop-
ment Committees of the District and suburban counties are
mainly businessmen. who helie;.]rs that what ;a gnad for busi-
ness is good for Washington.

‘Certainly, rapid growth would ‘be a boon tp real estate
firms, banks, utilities, dairies, department stores and many|
other businesses. The only gquestion is whether it makes
living in Washington less, or more, expensive—and also
more, or less, “gracious’—for the families of Government
workers, professiona] people and the many employes of
private firms who may not benefit. from higher business
profits and land values,

No “Team to Discourage Economic Developmen " has

been formally organized, so far as I know, but many eitizen
groups in Tesidential communities are continually fighting!
fo limit the éxtension of industrial and commereial zoning.
They oppose many of the “developments” that local busi-
‘| ness groups favor. . . . They belieye many of the statements
‘| quoted above are false and they resent bitterly the implica-
| tion that these business Jeaders speak for Washington.
Will the bringing of new industrial firms and more people
/| to Washington tend to raise or Jower tax rates? Has Wash-
] ington reached a point where further growth will increase,|
or lower, the per capita cost of. transportation? What about
! the cost of public services?

Clean and Dirty Industries
Can those “clean,” light-industry plants that develapers
always talk about exist without “dirty” industries to serve
them? Will more industry make Washington less, or more,
yulnerable to the ups and downs of national business? Is
a slower-growing Federal city as likely to maintain full em-
ployment as a rapid-growing city? Are the wages of store
clerks and the fees of doctors and dentists likely to be high-
er in a fast-growing city? What about costs of living?

These and many other unanswered questions are basic to
lwhether a faster- growing population is good for Washington
as a whole.

The opening sentence of the Final Report of the Joint
Commitiee of Congress on Washington Metropolitan Prob-
‘! lems reads: “The immediate governmental need of the
| metropolitan region is to create a network of regional pub-
lie- works and services to support estimated metropolitan
| growth.”
| Whose estimate of growth? The Board of Trade in fore-

casting a population increase of 1% million by 1980 as-
| sumed that “upwards of 80 per cent of additional jobs to
support this population would be created h}othe private
sector.” Now it argues that it is imperative to foster a great
U hurst of industrial growth to create jobs, so that we may
achieve this population growth.

For a long time, the United States Employment Service
| has been reeruiting all over the gountry to fill secretaml

technical and professional openings in Washington. The
classified pages of this'newsp "'prowda further evidence
of how great the demand is for skilled Iabor: Consequently,
the program of the Industrial Development Téam 1mp11es
Lbrmgmg in people atan even faster rate.
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