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At the turn of the 20th century, 
portions of the West were in need of an 
adequate, reliable water supply because 
there was not enough precipitation 
to support sustainable development. 
Irrigation was a necessity to develop 
expanding agricultural economies 
throughout the region. Private enter-
prise could not fund the construction 
of most storage dams and irrigation 
systems. With the assistance of such 
Arizona residents as George Maxwell 
and Benjamin Fowler, President Theo-
dore Roosevelt passed the National 
Reclamation Act on June 17, 1902.

Within a year, the Salt River Project 
(SRP or the Project) was authorized as 
one of the first five federal reclamation 
projects. Now over 100 years old, SRP 
is deemed by many to be one of the 
most successful, multipurpose reclama-
tion projects. The cornerstone of the 
Project is Theodore Roosevelt Dam, the 
first of seven storage dams owned by 
the United States, but operated by SRP 
for its shareholders and customers.

U.S. Reclamation Service (now 
the Bureau of Reclamation) engi-
neers designed and constructed 
the arch dam, which was the 
tallest and last major stone 
masonry gravity dam at the time 
of its completion. A former rail-
road engineer and professor of 
hydraulic and electrical engi-
neering, Louis C. Hill, was placed 
in charge of the construction of 

Roosevelt Dam. Hill and other federal 
engineers oversaw the development of 
the entire Project, including a power 
canal and generating units within 
the dam, power transmission lines, 
and the purchase and construction of 
an irrigation system that eventually 
unified the Salt River Valley.

When Secretary of the Interior 
Franklin K. Lane turned over opera-
tional control of the Project to the 
Salt River Valley Water Users’ Associa-
tion (the Association), the contract 
permitted the Association to retain 
power revenues. SRP management real-
ized that power revenues could be used 

to reinvest in the Project and assist in 
paying back the federal construction 
costs. In the 1920s, SRP shareholders 
approved bonds to fund the construc-
tion of three hydro-generation dams. 
Titles to the structures were trans-
ferred to the United States, and power 
became the paying partner to water for 
SRP and federal reclamation.

Following the construction of 
Roosevelt Dam, the economy for 
central Arizona began to prosper. 
Population in Maricopa County rose 
from 34,500 people in 1910 to almost 
90,000 in 1920, and irrigated acreage 
rose from 150,000  (continued on page 2)
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Frank P. Davidson and Kathleen Lusk Brooke
2 volumes (Westport, CT: Greenwood Press, 
2006). 
Jeffrey K. Stine
Smithsonian Institution

The field of public works history is 
well served by Frank P. Davidson and 
Kathleen Lusk Brooke’s richly illus-
trated, two-volume tour de force, 
Building the World. This outstanding 
reference work covers 41 of the world’s 
major engineering achievements, 
ranging from ancient to modern times. 
With special emphasis on large-scale 
infrastructure, the authors address 
the cultural background, planning, 
design, construction, and subsequent 
importance of each project. They also 
provide individualized compilations of 
pertinent books, articles, Internet sites, 
and—where appropriate—project-
inspired films, television programs, 
music, and art.

What really sets these volumes apart, 
however, are the original autho-
rizing documents that accompany 
each entry. The gathering of these 
founding texts—the laws and edicts 
that launched the massive projects—is 

a pioneering approach to the docu-
mentation of macro-engineering 
accomplishments and provides valu-
able insights to how different groups 
at different times and in different 
locations confronted and overcame 
similar challenges to construction.

Macro-engineering endeavors, the 
authors point out, involve “the largest 
and most complex technical projects 
that can be accomplished in any given 
period of history. It follows that such 
enterprises characteristically involve 
an immense call on resources of all 
kinds: manpower, finance, materials, 
energy, and statecraft.” (p. xii) Such 
projects, by their very nature, demand 
societal support and sponsorship, so 
the vast majority are rightly consid-
ered public works.

Of special interest to readers of this 
newsletter will be the entries on the 
aqueducts of Rome; China’s Grand 
Canal; the dikes, dams, and land recla-
mation of the Netherlands; London 
Bridge; the Taj Mahal; France’s Canal 
des Deux Mers; the Erie and Suez 
canals; the U.S. transcontinental 

railroad; Brooklyn Bridge; Cana-
dian Pacific Railway; Trans-Siberian 
Railway; Panama Canal; the U.S. Inter-
state Highway System; Hoover Dam; 
the Manhattan Project; the Alaska 
Highway; Australia’s Snowy Moun-
tains Hydroelectric Power Project; 
Mont Blanc Tunnel; Aswan High Dam; 
Japan’s high-speed railways; Trans-
Alaska Pipeline; Channel Tunnel; 
and Boston’s Central Artery/Tunnel 
Project. The encyclopedia also explores 
the founding of such great cities as 
Baghdad, St. Petersburg, Washington, 
DC, Singapore, Brasília, and Abuja. 

Salt River Project

(continued from page 1)
after the completion of the dam to 
approximately 240,000 by the mid-
1920s. The construction of dams and 
reservoirs permitted the economy 
to continually grow over the years. 
Following the post-World War II 
boom, the population expanded 
from 331,000 in 1950 to more than 
3,700,000 today. SRP expanded and 
diversified its power portfolio to 
include renewables, hydro, steam, 
nuclear, and coal. Today, SRP is the 
third-largest public power utility in the 
United States. SRP assists in bringing 
additional water to the Phoenix metro-
politan area and most of the water 
is now delivered to municipal water 
treatment plants instead of agricultural 
lands.

Following the floods of the late 1970s 
and early 1980s, SRP and the federal 
government decided it needed to guar-
antee the safety of the Valley and the 
other dams on the Salt River. Theodore 
Roosevelt Dam was raised 77 feet and 
covered with concrete to ensure its 
structural integrity. The new conserva-
tion storage space provides additional 
water for the Valley cities, and the 
increased storage capacity permits 
flood control.

As a predominantly urbanized water 
service territory, SRP’s business objec-
tives remain firmly grounded to its 
founding reclamation principles. 
From providing water service to its 
agricultural-rooted shareholders, to 
now delivering water for a multitude 
of industrial, residential and commer-
cial uses, SRP’s tradition of supplying 
adequate, reliable, and low-cost water 

is as important now as it was in the 
early twentieth century. Through one 
hundred years of planning, partner-
ships, and commitment, SRP is an 
integral part of the present and future 
economic viability of central Arizona. 

Building the World: An Encyclopedia of the  
Great Engineering Projects in History
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Conducted by Thomas Watson McKinney, Ph.D.

1. Shock Cities examines Chicago and 
Manchester during the Industrial Revo-
lution. Were there any other cities that 
you considered when researching the 
book? If so, why?

My original research design had a 
third city: Osaka, Japan. It repre-
sented a nice parallel to Manchester 
as a textile center, and it was known 
as the “city of smoke.” However, there 
were too many hurdles to overcome 
when I started research in the mid-
1990s. Language was a major barrier 
to archival materials and, at that 
time, most Japanese urban historians 
were using a biography approach to 
the city (as opposed to a more social 
science approach that emphasizes the 
processes of urbanization). In the end, 
it might have been too much consid-
ering the size of the final product, a 
500-plus page book.

2. The impact of technology on the 
urban and the surrounding environ-
ment is a key element in not only 
Shock Cities, but also City Building 
in the New South. Why does this 
theme of technology in public works 
hold importance for you? What 
other historical themes do you find 
intriguing?

[Let me add the middle book, The Elec-
tric City, to your list since it fits in here; 
and it was also a winner of the PWHS 
book prize—The Abel Wolman Award.] 

I think my “project” as a historian 
has been to ask how people build 
cities, and how the resulting environ-
ments create city people. Obviously, 
houses and buildings are impor-
tant parts of the answer, but urban 
technologies and public works were 
much more dynamic, problematical, 
and public aspects of city building 
in the nineteenth and twentieth 
centuries. Starting as a legal histo-
rian, the public utility franchise 
and the municipal bond offered an 
open window into the formation of 
public policy in comparison to the 
more obscured and private process of 

decision making about constructing 
buildings. 

3. Shock Cities examines in detail 
the development of Chicago’s and 
Manchester’s streets, waterworks, and 
breweries. Why did you choose these 
particular elements in your book? Was 
there any particular element that you 
wish you had examined that you were 
unable to include in the book? Did 
you consider a comparison of the two 
cities in the modern era?

I wanted to imagine the urban 
environment holistically, which 
meant including consideration of 
its land, water, and air. This led to 
a focus on the street as the quintes-
sential urban experience as well as 
the most crucial means of move-
ment within the city’s expanding 
boundaries. To me, water is the only 
“natural monopoly” because it serves 
so many essential urban functions 
in addition to drinking supplies: 
fire protection, washing, industrial 
processes and so on. I also originally 
thought that every city would have 
comparable statistics of waterworks 
pumping stations based on the idea 
of coal in, water out. Then, I went 
to Manchester to find to my dismay 
that its waterworks used no coal 
but a gravity-fed system of upland 
reservoirs. Nonetheless, the supply 
and purity of water was one of the 
most contested debates in the indus-
trial city. I chose breweries as a case 
study of air pollution because they 
were among the most energy-inten-
sive, high-technology industries of the 
era. Brewers use massive amounts 
of heat to make the beer, as well as 
power to move it through the produc-
tion process. More importantly in a 
historical sense, they were the techno-
logical pioneers in the development of 
artificial refrigeration, which quickly 
became one of the greatest consumers 
of energy in the city. 

4. What inspired you to write Shock 
Cities?

Shock Cities grew out of the previous 
study, The Electric City. I wanted 
to look holistically at the city as 
an energy system from an environ-
mental perspective, and I wanted to 
do a comparative study. Like other 
research projects, however, the data 
kept pointing me in different direc-
tions, toward the city’s people, their 
health, and their political culture as 
the most important parts of the story. 

5. The Trans-Atlantic dimension of 
Shock Cities is something that I found 
particularly appealing. How did you 
formulate this approach, and what 
challenges did it present?

As many scholars have pointed out, 
comparative studies are much talked 
about but rarely undertaken. Besides 
the problems of language and access 
to the records, comparative history 
suffers from a lack of standard-
ized, conceptual models. How to fuse 
the histories of two cities into one 
coherent story was the single greatest 
challenge I faced in writing Shock 
Cities. Perhaps the next greatest 
challenge was learning how to prob-
lematise the history of science and 
medicine that occupies such a central 
theme of the book. 

6. What are you currently working on?

I am currently working on a book 
with the tentative title, “Visions of 
the Eco-City: Environmental Thought 
in Urban Planning since 1945.” It will 
compare postwar planning in several 
cities in Europe and the United 
States. In addition, it will make a 
North-South comparison by including 
cities in Mexico and Brazil. I have 
been looking at the formal designs of 
the professional experts, the rise of 
eco-protesters against them, and the 
informal planning by people building 
neighborhoods brick-by-brick, and 
block-by-block. 

Interview with Dr. Harold Platt on his award-winning book Shock Cities
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Public Power, Private Dams: The Hells Canyon Dam Controversy

Karl Boyd Brooks
Seattle and London: University of Washington 
Press, 2006.

Reviewed by Julie Cohn, Ph.D. student
Department of History, University of Houston

In Public Power, Private Dams, Karl 
Boyd Brooks argues that the nearly 
forgotten ten-year controversy over 
federal construction of a high dam on 
the Snake River in Hells Canyon can 
be seen as a turning point in post-
World War II American politics.  
He also suggests that the modern 
environmental movement found 
its roots in the legal, political, 
and administrative maneuvers 
undertaken to contest this dam 
project.  Brooks casts the contro-
versy as a struggle between New 
Deal progressivism and post-war 
conservatism, a contest over 
the proper federal role in river 
development schemes, and the 
introduction of fisheries protec-
tion into debates over large-scale 
public works projects.  In the 
process, politicians, engineers, agricul-
turists, and regional planners redefined 
the public’s interest in waterways.

As Brooks explains, the Hells Canyon 
Dam controversy had its roots in 
Roosevelt’s New Deal investments in 
large federal dams and river devel-
opment schemes.  By the end of the 
Depression, the Department of the 
Interior, through the Bureau of Recla-
mation and the Bonneville Power 
Administration, was fully responsible 
for two major dams–Grand Coulee 
and Bonneville–in the Columbia 
River Basin, and the transmission of 
power to customers throughout the 
Pacific Northwest.  Following World 
War II, President Truman sought to 
continue New Deal progressivism by 
building the world’s largest dam on 
the Snake River, and extending federal 
regional planning responsibilities 
from the Pacific Ocean to the Conti-
nental Divide through creation of a 
Columbia Valley Authority.  Opposed 
by private utilities, irrigators in Idaho, 
and later Republican politicians, the 

Hells Canyon High Dam failed to gain 
Congressional approval.  

In the meantime, the Idaho Power 
Company, an obscure private utility, 
requested a license from the Federal 
Power Commission to build a smaller 
dam that would effectively block any 
future large-scale hydroelectric devel-
opment on the Snake River.  Through 
the early and mid-fifties, the Idaho 

Power Company’s license request 
and the continuing public power 
dream of a high hydroelectric dam 
were contested before the Federal 
Power Commission, in the popular 
press, during presidential campaigns, 
and up to the Supreme Court.  In 
the end, the federal dam was never 
approved, and Idaho Power Company 
built three small dams.  During this 
process, state fish and wildlife agen-
cies began to question the wisdom of 
blocking salmon and steelhead migra-
tory routes with dams of any sort.  
Grand Coulee Dam had effectively 
killed all the fisheries up-river and 
the federal government had assumed 
responsibility for attempting to restore 
fisheries in the lower Columbia River.  
The failure of these efforts to bring 
back salmon and steelhead popula-
tions raised the enduring issue of the 
incompatibility of anadromous fish 
populations and hydroelectric dams.  

Brooks relates the history of the Hells 
Canyon High Dam proposal from 
the origins of New Deal investment 
in federal dams through Democratic 

and Republic presidencies in the 
1940s and 1950s to the emergence 
of a newly-defined public interest 
in rivers in the late 1950s.  He effec-
tively examines the logic employed 
by each of the parties to the contro-
versy, the changing nature of the 
issues over time, the introduction of 
fisheries protection into the public/
private power argument, and the 
emergence of newly-unified interest 

groups.  As Brooks explains, those 
in favor of the high dam included 
public power advocates, labor 
unions, granges, Democrats, and 
federal agency officials who all 
agreed that the country’s future 
economic growth depended 
upon federal multi-use manage-
ment of the Snake River.  Those 
opposed to the dam employed 
the rhetoric of states’ rights, 
Cold War anti-socialism, and free 
market principals to decry the 
federal project.  On the fringes, 
Indians, state fishery officials, and 
commercial fishermen expressed 

concern that dams were destroying a 
major economic driver of the Pacific 
Northwest.

Brooks employs a colorful narrative 
style, providing vivid descriptions of 
Hells Canyon and the Snake River and 
evoking the tension of agency hearings 
through extensive quotes from the 
participants and the press.  Most signif-
icantly, Brooks identifies the points at 
which the public interest shifts–from 
support for federal river development 
and regional planning to support for 
smaller-scale, locally-controlled private 
sector power development. As both 
a lawyer and a historian, Brooks is 
able to discern the ways in which the 
legal and administrative contest over 
hydropower licensing changed, and 
how new interest groups were able to 
define legal status before the Federal 
Power Commission. As he persuasively 
concludes, during the 1950s, in this 
controversy, the country struggled “to 
craft a new balance between private 
capital, public authority, and natural 
features.” (p. 224) 
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The City of Houston and Infrastructure, 1945–2007

By Tom Watson McKinney, Ph.D.

The City of Houston has experienced 
tremendous growth since the end 
of World War II. Evidence of this is 
reflected in the fact that three-quar-
ters of the city was built during this 
time period.1 The rapid growth of the 
city has not been equaled by main-
tenance of the city’s infrastructure 
systems, nor has there been adequate 
infrastructure planning for expan-
sion or replacement of those systems. 
The city also embarked on 
an aggressive annexation 
campaign during the postwar 
era to protect itself from 
encirclement by incorporated 
suburban communities, as 
well as to increase the city’s 
tax base. The result of Hous-
ton’s growth and annexation 
during the postwar era was a 
patchwork of many different 
infrastructure systems, and 
this presented the city with 
the challenge of making 
it function efficiently and 
effectively.

Despite Houston’s rapid growth and 
need for an expanding and coor-
dinated infrastructure, city leaders 
provided very little money for main-
tenance since 1945. They most often 
passed that responsibility on to future 
generations. The problem with this 
thinking is clearly illustrated by the 
crises that various administrations 
faced, such as the need to rebuild the 
city’s wastewater infrastructure in the 
late 1980s and 1990s. In the long run, 
however, the city has yet to maintain 
funding for routine infrastructure 
maintenance and replacement, but 
instead has customarily turned to 
bond sales to correct major problems. 
The net result of the policy of deferred 
maintenance is that it costs the city 
more money to operate than is other-
wise necessary.

The mayor’s 1958 budget message 
stated, “One of the City’s biggest 
obligations is to keep physical plant 
facility development apace with 
metropolitan growth.”2 The postwar 

construction boom that Houston 
experienced has not been matched 
by the installation and maintenance 
of supporting public works facilities. 
The reasons for this are many, but the 
one that most often applies is the fact 
that much of the infrastructure that 
was built during the postwar period 
was completed at the expense of real 
estate developers, and these projects 
were then absorbed into the city via 
annexation. While this construction 

paradigm helped to perpetuate the 
growth of the city, it also transferred 
the burden of maintenance to the 
city. 

The public works department was 
originally supported by the city’s 
general fund budget, with the excep-
tion of the water division, which 
generates it own revenue through 
the sale of water to residential and 
industrial customers and has its own 
budget. Funding for the wastewater 
division was increased with the 
implementation of the sanitary sewer 
charge in 1962.3 This charge was part 
of an effort to raise needed funds to 
“provide the quality of service that 
the prominence and dynamic growth 
of our city requires.”4 The waste-
water division was set up as a separate 
budgetary fund in 1976, as the mayor 
wished to keep the apparent budget 
increases down in 1976.5

The actual expenditures for Hous-
ton’s public works department from 
1945 to 2003 slowly increased from 
the 1940s to the 1970s; the sharp rise 

in the amount of funding occurred 
from 1975 to 1983. It was during 
these years that Houston’s infrastruc-
ture was in declining condition and 
in need of repair. The city spent these 
funds when it became absolutely 
necessary rather than following a plan 
for repair and replacement. Since the 
city did not follow a planned infra-
structure program, the amount of 
funds allotted for public works drasti-
cally declined once the immediate 

crisis was solved. 

The funding for the public 
works department has not 
generally been on par with 
other city departments during 
the postwar era.  This trend 
also continued when the 
program-style of budget was 
introduced in the late 1980s. 
The public works depart-
ment, which has rarely been 
a top-ranking priority with 
any mayor in the postwar 
era, nevertheless has done 

an admirable job of maintaining 
and expanding the city’s infrastruc-
ture in the face of regular budgetary 
shortfalls.

The story of public works funding in 
the City of Houston has been one of 
decline during the postwar era. The 
city did not have to spend heavily on 
the initial construction of its infra-
structure because private real estate 
developers paid for much of it, and 
those infrastructure systems were later 
absorbed into the city via annexation. 
The city has, however, approached 
the issue of maintenance very reluc-
tantly and has generally repaired its 
infrastructure in a piecemeal fashion. 
This approach has often led to major 
infrastructure repairs in an atmo-
sphere of crisis that generally require 
large amounts of capital to resolve. 
One of the greatest examples of this 
practice was the EPA-forced upgrading 
of the city’s wastewater treatment 
facilities and sewer lines, which cost 
the city close to a billion dollars and 
threatened the further development 
of the city. (continued on page 6)
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Houston and Infrastructure
(continued from page 5)

According to the City of Houston’s 
inventory listing of its infrastructure, 
close to 61 percent of the city’s streets, 
bridges, storm sewers, sewage and 
water plants, water and wastewater 
lines, and pump stations are either 
middle aged, or have fully depreci-
ated and reached the end of their 
useful lives.6 There is a significant lag 
between the demand for new assets 
and the time it takes to design and 
construct infrastructure assets. For 
example, in 1956 the time needed to 
design and then begin construction of 
a highway was 34 months. By 1972, 
the time needed to design and begin 
construction of a highway was 78 
months.

The City of Houston has rapidly grown 
into one of the largest cities in the 
United States during the postwar era, 
yet it has paid sporadic attention to 

the maintenance and replacement of 
its infrastructure. The city has taken a 
“firefighter” approach to this problem–
waiting until infrastructure systems 
are in dire need of maintenance before 
acting–rather than creating a compre-
hensive plan to systematically replace 
its deteriorated systems. This approach 
has been costly, as it has lessened the 
quality of life of all Houstonians and, 
in some cases, has had a negative 
impact on the environment.

While infrastructure is not always a 
politically hot topic, it is vital to the 
continued growth and development 
of the City of Houston. All Housto-
nians, whether they are aware of it or 
not, rely on the city’s infrastructure 
to provide a better and productive 
quality of life. If the past has shown 
us one thing, it is that the failure to 
maintain and expand the city’s infra-
structure will only result in expensive 
consequences.

The Bayou City has 
historically allotted 
more of its city budget 
for items other than 
infrastructure projects. 
Most of the general 
fund budget is expended 
on personnel expenses 
as well as police and 
fire services. While all 
of these categories are 
important to a well-
run city, the exclusion 
of infrastructure from 
budgetary priorities only 

lessens the city’s productivity and the 
quality of life for all Houstonians.7 
Investment in infrastructure affects so 
many of the issues that Houstonians 
face every day–traffic congestion, 
water, wastewater, flooding, and 
pollution. Through careful planning, 
infrastructure will not only improve 
business activity and the lives of all 
Houstonians, but also make life better 
for future generations.

(Endnotes)
1  Barry J. Kaplan, “Houston, The 

Golden Buckle of the Sunbelt,” in 
Sunbelt Cities; Politics and Growth 
Since World War II, ed. Richard M. 
Bernard and Bradley R. Rice (Austin: 
University of Texas Press, 1983), 200.

2  City of Houston General Budget 
for 1958 as Submitted to The City 
Council by The Mayor, I.

3  City of Houston General Budget 
for 1962 as Submitted to The City 
Council by The Mayor, v.

4  Ibid., v.
5  City of Houston Annual Budget 1976 

as Approved by the City Council, 1.
6  City of Houston, “Infra-Structure; 

Capital Fixed Asset Summaries and 
Record Detail,” (Houston: Finance 
and Administration Department, 30 
June 2006), author’s collections.

7  In all of the city’s Postwar General 
Fund Budgets, only the 1999 budget 
sets infrastructure as a priority. City 
of Houston Adopted Budget for Fiscal 
Year Ending June 30, 1999, Volume One 
(City of Houston: Houston, Texas, 
1999), 4. 
 

In Memoriam:

APWA was saddened to learn that 
Kenneth Yost, Director of Public Works 
for the City of Kirkwood, Mo., was one 
of five city officials fatally wounded in 
a shooting on February 7, 2008. This 
shooting took place at the local city 
council meeting. Other public servants 
reportedly killed in the shooting 
included a city councilmember and 
two police officers.

“I know I speak for APWA members 
across North America that we are all 
deeply saddened to hear the news 
that we lost a member of our APWA 
family and public works community 
in the senseless, tragic shooting in 
Kirkwood,” said APWA President Larry 
Frevert, P.E., a Missouri native and 
national program director for public 
works at HDR Engineering, Inc. in 
Kansas City.  “At times like these, we 
are reminded of the risks public works 
professionals face in the public service 
nature of our work.” 

An APWA member since 1984, Yost 
was active in the APWA’s St. Louis 
Branch, where he served as Chairman 
in 1991. In 1998, he was honored 
with the Branch’s Engineer of the Year 
award. He worked for the City of Kirk-
wood for more than 35 years.

“I would ask all APWA members to 
keep the Yost family and Kirkwood city 
officials and public works employees in 
their thoughts and prayers during this 
difficult time,” said Frevert. 
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Water and Sustainability
Martin V. Melosi, Ph.D.
University of Houston

“Global Environmental Health: 
Research Gaps and Barriers for 
Providing Sustainable Water, Sanita-
tion, and Hygiene Services” was the 
topic of a Roundtable on Environ-
mental Health Sciences, Research, 
and Medicine hosted by the Institute 
of Medicine in Washington, D.C., in 
October. Hosted by Paul G. Rogers, 
Partner in Hogan & Hartson, former 
congressman from Florida, and 
sponsor of many pieces of national 
health legislation, the roundtable 
was meant “to identify and address 
research gaps and barriers to the 
provision of safe, sustainable drinking 
water for public health; to build on 
lessons learned from success stories; 
and to integrate trans-disciplinary 
approaches across the pillars of 
sustainability so that technological 
solutions to water delivery are imple-
mented in the social, economic, and 
political settings.”

Participants included a variety of 
government officials, public health 
experts, engineers, social scientists, 
and microbiologists. Benjamin Grum-
bles from the 
Environmental 
Protec-
tion Agency 
discussed 
“Sustaining 
Progress for 
Clean and Safe 

Water.” Andrei 
Jouravlev of the 
United Nations’ 
Economic 
Commission for 
Latin America 
and the Carib-

bean presented “Water Supply and 
Sanitation in Latin America.” Paul 
Hunter from the University of East 

Anglia gave an insightful talk on 
“Water and Health: A Global Picture of 
Risk and Impact on Chronic Illnesses.” 
Newsletter editor Martin Melosi 
discussed “Creating the Sanitary 
City: Water, Wastewater, and Health 
in American Cities.” Other presenta-
tions focused on Native American 
approaches to sustainable water, 
decentralized water systems, institu-
tional roles in utility service delivery 
in Ghana, filtration technology, the 
Global Water Partnership, freshwater 
resources, and cultural influences of 
water and wastewater issues. 

The roundtable was particularly stimu-
lating, especially because of its global 
perspective and blend of science, 
engineering, and social sciences. It 
is reflective of the intensification of 
interest in water resources, which 
may prove to be a central issue of the 
twenty-first century.

For more on the meeting or to down-
load several of the presentations, see 
http://www.iom.edu/?id=48095.
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SHOCK CITIES: Urban Form in 
Historical Perspective

The Program Committee seeks 
submissions for sessions, roundtable 
discussions, and individual papers 
on all aspects of urban history across 
time and space for the Fourth Biennial 
Urban History Conference in Houston, 
Texas, on November 5-8, 2008.

With respect to the theme of the 
conference, we encourage submissions 
that focus on questions of rapid urban 
growth, urban form, and their conse-
quences across time and also from 
a transnational perspective. While 
“shock cities” has been a phrase associ-

ated with dominating modern cities 
with social hierarchy, diverse econo-
mies, and political or governmental 
crises, it need not be so restricted. The 
phrase evokes an array of urban issues 
in many places and in many eras, 
such as demographics, governance, 
economy, and physical form. Hope-
fully, a session or two might focus on 
host city Houston and its history of 
rapid, expansive growth.

Beyond the theme of the conference, 
the committee encourages all types of 
innovative historical presentations, 
including:

Comparative, regional, transna-• 
tional studies
Work focusing on race, gender, • 
and class
Research on the environment, • 
technology, and science
Presentations on small cities and • 
towns

As part of the conference, the 
committee will organize workshops 
for graduate students writing disserta-
tions in urban history. Each workshop 
will be composed of approximately 
3-4 students and 2 faculty members. 
Participants will be expected to pre-
circulate copies of their dissertation 
prospectuses to each other.  

The Urban History Association Conference Announcement Question from one 
of the Chapter 

Historians:
Chapter historical issues are 

not seen as a priority by many 
people, and it is difficult to get 
them motivated. Do you have 
any unique suggestions which 
seem to have been successful 
in encouraging the collection 

 of historical data in your 
branch, chapter of agency?  

If so, please send information 
to thon@APWA.net.
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