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In urban planning and economic development discussions, understanding how rising land values influence
community dynamics is crucial. Faber and Kimelberg, two prominent voices in the field, have coined a
specific term to encapsulate this phenomenon: "Displacement Pressure." This term captures the complex
and often contentious process whereby increasing land values, driven by development, infrastructure
improvements, or market forces, lead to the displacement of long-standing residents and businesses. In this
article, we will explore what Faber and Kimelberg mean by "Displacement Pressure," its underlying

causes, implications for communities, and strategies to mitigate its adverse effects.

Understanding the Concept of Displacement Pressure

Definition and Origin of the Term

Faber and Kimelberg introduced "Displacement Pressure" as a way to describe the economic and social
forces that exert pressure on existing residents and businesses when land values escalate. Unlike simplistic
notions of gentrification, which often focus on aesthetic or cultural changes, this term emphasizes the

economic inevitability and systemic nature of displacement driven by rising land costs.

The concept draws from urban economics and social justice considerations, illustrating how market forces
can inadvertently marginalize vulnerable populations. It underscores the importance of recognizing

displacement not merely as a side effect but as an intrinsic part of urban transformation.

Why "Displacement Pressure"? The Rationale Behind the Term

The choice of words—particularly "pressure"—highlights the forceful nature of these economic changes. It
suggests an ongoing, sometimes invisible, force that pushes residents out of their neighborhoods, often faster
than they can adapt or relocate. Faber and Kimelberg argue that this pressure is both a symptom and a
driver of broader social inequalities, reflecting how economic development can sometimes be at odds with

social equity.



The Drivers of Rising Land Value and Displacement Pressure

Urban Development and Infrastructure Projects

Major infrastructure improvements, such as new transit lines, highways, or public amenities, tend to
increase the attractiveness of certain neighborhoods. These projects often lead to increased land demand,

pushing up property prices.

Market Dynamics and Speculation

Real estate speculation can amplify land value increases. Investors purchasing properties expecting future

appreciation further drive up prices, often making it unaffordable for existing residents.

Policy and Zoning Changes

Zoning reforms that favor higher density development or commercial rezonings can elevate land values.
While intended to promote growth, these policies may inadvertently accelerate displacement if protections

for existing residents are not included.

Economic Growth and Demographic Shifts

An influx of new residents, particularly higher-income groups, elevates demand for housing, leading to

increased land prices. This demographic shift often results in the displacement of long-term residents.

The Impact of Displacement Pressure on Communities

Socioeconomic Displacement

As land values rise, lower-income families may find themselves priced out of their neighborhoods. This
socioeconomic displacement can lead to increased homelessness, family instability, and loss of community

networks.

Cultural and Social Disruption

Displacement often erodes cultural identity, especially in neighborhoods with rich histories of minority or

immigrant communities. The loss of traditional businesses and social institutions diminishes the



neighborhood's character.

Gentrification and Its Controversies

While some view displacement as a sign of urban renewal, critics argue it can exacerbate inequality and

erode social cohesion. Gentrification often benefits newcomers at the expense of original residents.

Strategies to Address and Mitigate Displacement Pressure

Inclusive Urban Planning

Implementing planning policies that prioritize affordable housing, community land trusts, and rent

stabilization can help buffer displacement effects.

Community Engagement and Empowerment

Involving residents in decision-making ensures that development projects align with community needs

and values, fostering a sense of ownership and resilience.

Policy Interventions

Potential measures include:

Rent controls and caps

Inclusionary zoning policies requiring affordable units

Property tax reliefs for long-term residents

Protection of community spaces and cultural landmarks

Balancing Development and Preservation

Encouraging sustainable growth that respects existing communities requires a delicate balance between

economic incentives and social protections.



Case Studies Illustrating Displacement Pressure

San Francisco’s Tech Boom

The rapid growth of the tech industry has driven up land values, leading to significant displacement of

low-income residents and longstanding communities.

New York City’s Rezoning Initiatives

Rezoning efforts aimed at increasing housing supply have sometimes resulted in gentrification and

displacement, prompting debates over equitable development.

Berlin’s Housing Policies

Berlin’s move to rent caps and community-led housing projects exemplifies efforts to counter displacement

pressures in a rising land value context.

Conclusion: Navigating the Future of Urban Land Value and

Displacement

Faber and Kimelberg’s concept of "Displacement Pressure" provides a vital lens through which to
understand the complex dynamics of urban development. Recognizing the forces at play allows
policymakers, community advocates, and developers to craft strategies that foster growth without
sacrificing social equity. As cities continue to evolve, balancing economic vitality with the preservation of
community fabric remains an ongoing challenge—one that requires deliberate, inclusive, and sustainable

solutions.
In summary, understanding the term "Displacement Pressure" and its implications is essential for anyone
interested in urban planning, social justice, or real estate development. By actively addressing the causes

and effects of rising land values, stakeholders can work toward cities that are both vibrant and equitable for

all residents.

Frequently Asked Questions

What term do Faber and Kimelberg use to describe the increase in land



value and potential displacement?

They refer to it as 'Neighborhood Gentrification'.

How do Faber and Kimelberg explain the connection between rising land

values and displacement?

They describe it as 'Displacement Pressure’, where increased land value leads to higher rents and property

prices, pushing out long-term residents.

What economic concept do Faber and Kimelberg associate with the rise

in land value?

They associate it with 'Urban Land Appreciation’, which can contribute to gentrification and displacement.

According to Faber and Kimelberg, what term best captures the process

of rising land value leading to community change?

'Value-induced Displacement' is the term they use to describe this phenomenon.

‘What policy concerns do Faber and Kimelberg highlight related to the

rise in land value?

They emphasize the need to address 'Displacement Risks' caused by increasing land values without

adequate protections for vulnerable residents.

How do Faber and Kimelberg suggest communities can manage the

effects of rising land value?

They recommend implementing 'Affordable Housing Strategies' and 'Displacement Mitigation Policies' to

preserve community stability.

Additional Resources

The Term That Faber And Kimelberg Use To Describe The Rise In Land Value And The Possible

Displacement

Understanding the dynamics of urban development often requires a nuanced vocabulary that captures the
complex interplay of economic, social, and geographic factors. Among the most frequently discussed

concepts in this realm are the terms used to describe the rise in land value and its subsequent implications,



notably displacement. Faber and Kimelberg, two prominent urban scholars and practitioners, have
contributed significantly to this discourse by coining and popularizing a specific term that encapsulates
these phenomena. This review delves into the origins, meanings, implications, and critiques of that term,

providing a comprehensive analysis for urban planners, policymakers, students, and community advocates.

Introduction: The Significance of Terminology in Urban Change

Language shapes how we perceive and respond to urban phenomena. When discussing rising land values
and displacement, precise terminology is crucial for framing policies, understanding stakeholder interests,
and managing community expectations. Faber and Kimelberg’s chosen term offers a lens through which
these issues are interconnected, emphasizing both economic change and social consequence. Recognizing
this term's role helps foster more informed debates and effective interventions in rapidly evolving urban

landscapes.

The Term in Focus: “Gentrification” (As Used by Faber and
Kimelberg)

Historical Context and Evolution of the Term

Gentrification, originally coined in the 1960s, has evolved from a somewhat neutral descriptor of
neighborhood change to a term loaded with socio-economic implications. Faber and Kimelberg adopt and
adapt this term, emphasizing not only the physical and economic transformation of neighborhoods but also
the process's social displacements. Their framing underscores the dual nature of rising land values: economic

revitalization on one hand and community displacement on the other.

Definition as per Faber and Kimelberg

According to Faber and Kimelberg, “gentrification” is a process characterized by:

- The influx of higher-income residents into traditionally lower-income neighborhoods.

- A significant increase in land and property values.



- Physical improvements and redevelopment efforts that alter neighborhood character.

- The displacement of existing residents and small businesses due to rising costs.

They view gentrification as a multifaceted process that, while potentially beneficial in terms of urban

renewal and economic growth, also raises concerns about social equity and community stability.

The Economic Dimension: Rise in Land Values

Factors Contributing to Land Value Appreciation

The increase in land value often results from a confluence of factors:

- Infrastructure Improvements: Upgrades to transportation, schools, and public amenities make
neighborhoods more attractive.

- Market Dynamics: Increased demand driven by urbanization, job opportunities, and amenities.

- Policy and Zoning Changes: Regulations favoring development or redevelopment can elevate land prices.

- Speculative Investment: Investors anticipating future appreciation drive up prices preemptively.

Impacts of Rising Land Values

- Positive Aspects:

- Economic revitalization.

- Increased city revenue from taxes.

- Improved neighborhood aesthetics and infrastructure.
- Negative Aspects:

- Rising property taxes burden existing residents.

- Small owners and renters may be priced out.

- Potential loss of cultural and historical character.

Displacement: The Social and Community Consequences



Types of Displacement

Faber and Kimelberg distinguish between two main forms:

- Direct Displacement: When residents physically move out due to unaffordable rent or eviction.
- Indirect Displacement: When residents remain but alter their lifestyles or reduce consumption, leading to

a change in community character.

Impacts on Communities

- Loss of social networks and community cohesion.
- Cultural erasure of long-standing neighborhoods.
- Increased socioeconomic polarization.

- Potential displacement of small businesses and local institutions.

Measuring Displacement

Quantifying displacement involves analyzing:

- Resident turnover rates.
- Changes in rental and property prices.
- Demographic shifts.

- Community surveys and ethnographic studies.

Pros and Cons of Gentrification (As Framed by Faber and
Kimelberg)

Pros:

- Urban Renewal: Revitalization of neglected areas.
- Economic Growth: Increased investment, jobs, and city revenues.
- Improved Infrastructure: Better public services and amenities.

- Reduced Crime Rates: Often associated with neighborhood improvements.

Cons:



- Displacement of Original Residents: Especially low-income and marginalized groups.
- Loss of Cultural Identity: Long-standing communities may diminish or disappear.
- Economic Inequality: Benefits often accrue to newcomers and investors.

- Potential for Segregation: Increased socio-economic divides within cities.

Strategies to Address Displacement While Promoting

Development

Faber and Kimelberg advocate for policies that balance economic development with social equity:

- Inclusionary Zoning: Requiring affordable housing in new developments.

- Tenant Protections: Rent control, just-cause eviction laws.

- Community Land Trusts: Community ownership of land to prevent displacement.
- Tax Incentives: To retain existing residents and small businesses.

- Participatory Planning: Engaging communities in development decisions.



