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VI. Conclusion

M
issourians, in sum, enjoy great freedom to
choose how and where they live.

They inherit a colorful history of pio-
neering—of striking out to settle in a place
of one’s own choosing.  Missouri’s diverse

sets of communities afford residents many options.  And more
recently, the strength of the 1990s economy enhanced house-
holds’ ability to expand housing choice, so numerous natives
and newcomers did: They opted to disperse themselves more
widely across the Missouri landscape.  As more homes dotted
the landscape, so did more retailers, more offices, and more
roads pop up.

For the most part, these choices served the state well. The
result of all of these free and individual choices has been a
Missouri that is more developed and more broadly prosperous
than ever before.

But now other choices need to be made.  Missouri has
grown more spread out than it was—and that has brought on
challenges that require citizens to decide how to ensure their
individual choices add up to a Missouri that remains livable,
sensible, and economical.

Currently, as this report suggests, Missourians’ full embrace
of their freedom to live and develop virtually anywhere is
undercutting some of the benefits of growth and eroding the
state’s greatest assets.  

Taxpayers are recognizing that low-density, decentralized
development patterns exacerbate the fiscal problems of state
and local governments by increasing the cost of providing
infrastructure and services.  Rural people are noticing that
chaotic, low-quality development can erode property values
and alter the character of the state’s traditional heartland and
natural areas.  And suburbanites increasingly regret the traffic,


