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FARMERSVILLE. TEXAS I POPULATION 3,118 

SCALE: 1 1 MILE 

BY KEITH KRUMWIED E THE STRANGE SHAPES ON the f o l l o w i n g pages 
are those o f cit ies — Texas cit ies, to he 
specif ic, as they looked in the year 2 0 0 0 , 

Platted as squares, most early t o w n -
ships in Texas were founded at the inter-
sections o f loca l , reg ional , and na t iona l 
t r anspor ta t i on routes. They were , essen-
t ia l ly, t ranspor ta t ion hubs that connected 
local agr icu l tu ra l p roduc t i on to the 
nat iona l marker via a ra i l r oad . In this 
way, each t o w n secured an economic ter-
r i to ry many t imes larger than itself. A 
s imple, stable geometry c lcarb de l imi ted 
a t o w n center tha t funct ioned as the focal 
po in t o f commerc ia l and civic ac t iv i ty for 
a larger rura l commun i t y . 

But after the Second W o r l d War, 
Texas ' popu la t i on shi f ted f r o m most ly 
rura l to p redominan t l y u rban . Acco rd ing 
to the Texas Legislat ive C o u n c i l , between 
l v '4( l and l^f>0. the f rac t ion of Texans 
l i v i ng in u rban areas rose f r o m 45.4 
percent to (i7.\ percent, wh i le the rura l 
popu la t i on fell f r om s-f.(-> percent to M.7 
percent. Th is m ig ra t i on changed the w a j 
me t ropo l i t an regions developed. Suburbs 

sprang up a round larger ci t ies. Rivers 
were dammed to create reservoirs. 
New h ighways cut across the landscape, 
and retai l development rose up in the i r 
wake . Small cities ani l towns were lorced 
to adapt. 

To survive in this new, more complex 
geography of compet ing economic , env i -
ronmen ta l , and po l i t i ca l interests, those 
vines began to mutate and sp raw l . Simple 
geometr ic boundar ies cou ld no longer 
guarantee a smal l ci ty 's economic securi-
ty. The small cit ies you see here — most 
of them in the Dal las/Fort W o r t h met ro -
plex — exh ib i t an a lmost b io log ica l pat-
tern o f g r o w t h . 

The i r boundar ies func t ion less as sta-
ble edges de f in ing a f ixed center than as 
elastic membranes capable o f absorb ing 
the resources necessary fo r surv iva l . 

Unt i l recently, 1'cxas law placed tew 
restr ict ions on a munic ipa l i ty 's ab i l i ty to 
annex adjacent ter r i tory. Whe the r to cap-
ture nour ishment in the f o r m of tax rev-
i nin-, or to defend against the predat ion 
of other nearby munic ipa l i t ies , bo th large 

and sma l l , cities exp lo i t their annexat ion 
powers tact ical ly. New suburban hous ing 
developments are ensnared; emerg ing rev-
enue sources a long h ighways and inter-
states are absorbed; natura l resources are 
consumed; and un incorpora ted land is 
b lockaded to prevent the encroachmenr 
o f ne ighbor ing cit ies. In some cases, cities 
have annexed str ips of land as l i t t le as 
I I I teet w ide but several miles long. CSties 
are no longer f ixed legal ent i t ies, but 
mutab le , aggressive fiscal organisms. In 
all l i ke l i hood , some of the boundar ies 
shown here have changed in the t w o 
years since these maps were p la t ted. 

Such urban p lann ing is not conf ined 
to Texas, hut it is here that the pract ice is 
pushed to its ext reme. It is here tha t a 
sp raw l i ng , predatory landscape emerges 
— a landscape o f mun ic ipa l self-interest 
b l i nd to any larger, more comprehensive 
v is ion o f c i ty f o r m and l i fe. • 

This iatahig iif plans is taken from the 
author's ongoing research project examining 
the economic and political dimensions "I met-
ropolitan growth .mil form. 
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WEST TAWAKONI. TEXAS I POPULATION 1.462 

II 

LOWRY CROSSING, TEXAS I POPULATION 1,229 

GUNTER, TEXAS I POPULATION 1,230 

ANNA, TEXAS I POPULATION 1.225 

VAN ALSTYNE, TEXAS I POPULATION 2,502 

Ism 
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lOSEPHINE, TEXAS I POPULATION 594 

BELLS, TEXAS I POPULATION 1.190 

I LUELLA, TEXAS I POPULATION 371 

ROVSE CITY, TEXAS I POPULATION 2,957 

LUCAS, TEXAS I POPULATION 2,890 
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PROSPER, TEXAS I POPULATION 2,097 

SADLER. TEXAS I POPULATION 404 

i 

• MELISSA. TEXAS I POPULATION 1,350 

WESTON, TEXAS I POPULATION 635 


