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Historically, most economic development planning and programming in the U.5. has been done by federal and
state levels of government and policymaking. Local economic development programs largely invaohed hiring
someone who understood these programs and could tap into their funding. But this is changing.

“ I'he primary responsibidity for designimn g an d smplementing econ omic development actvities must
rest with sitafes, regrons, and localiies. The federal government, by itself, cannof have an enduring impact on
economic condiffons n the widely different commiimities and regrons throughout the coimiry. ™

ATl the sub-sitate level there's a search underway for “middie ground™” — a regional level more encompassing than
a smgfe cily or county, but smaller than the siate — for devising and pursiing effective sirategres for econormic
improvement and susianabidity. "

- A Path to Smarter Econamic Develogrment Mational Acadermy of Public Administration, Washington, D.C.

Wide economic diversity from place to place ... the need for more effective strategies for economic improvement
that reflect area strengths, weaknesses, and values ... and fundamental changes in the economy itself .. are
shifting the responsibility for economic development planning and programming from federal and state
governments to sub-state regional and local levels.

Local leaders and decision makers cannot “remake" their local economies. The economy is bigger than com-
munities and many forces and factors shaping directions in it operate at the supra-community level. But what
yvou can do is better posifion yourself —your businesses, governments, schools, work forces, families, etc. —for
anticipated future growth and change in the economy.






