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Brownfields Policy Evolution

1 Phase 1 (late 1970s to early 1990s)
Bfocus on public health and environmental risk

1 Phase 2 (early 1990s to present)

Bfocus on addressing the real and perceived barriers
to property redevelopment

1 Phase 3 (early 2000 to present)

Bfocus on achieving a broader range of economic,
social, and environmental outcomes associated with
sustainability and community quality of life




“Public” Participation
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Government(s) should focus on the participation of the
“Community of Brownfield Stakeholders” if they want
broader sustainability & Community-oriented outcomes
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