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Serving as the Regional Connector

U Sharing ldeas
t Identifying Gaps

U Increasing Efficiency

Ten Counties.

One Upstate.
Stronger Together.

U Creating Regional Networks &
Cross -Jurisdictional Solutions

Community Vibrancy Economic & Entrepreneurial N
Vitality
Natural Beauty & Resources Sustainable Growth
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TATTOs Role 1 n The Upstate

Connecting Regional Stakeholders to Build
Collective Capacity Around Key Upstate Issues

S Clean Arr

UPSTATE

Working Together for Our
Physical & Economic Vitality
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Regional Forum Series

U Started in 2012
U April 27,2017 1 Building Global Fluency in the Upstate

U May 25, 201717 Shaping Our Future Analysis Unveiling

U September 28, 2017 i Culture Counts

U November 16, 20171 Celebrating Successes: Great Things Happening

Across the Upstate (LUNCHEON)
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United States Population Growth

U U.S. will add 100 million
new residents by 2050
with 70% projected for
these 10 megaregions

U Piedmont Atlantic is
third largest megaregion
economy in the U.S.

o

¥
The Emerging Megaregions
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2040 Upstate Growth Projections

Cherokee

+20%
+13%

Upstate Population
2015 Population: 1,420,000
2030 Projection: 1,620,000
2040 Projection: 1,742,000

2010 -2015: +64,000

2016 -2040: + 322,000
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Key Question:

Is the Upstate positioned to SHAPE future growth
instead of BEING SHAPED by that growth?
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Studying & Discussing Growth in the Upstate

2008 o Strom Thurmond Land Use Study
2009 0 Upstate Reality Check

2011 0O Shared Upstate Growth Vision
2014 o Comprehensive Plan Review

2015 d Shaping Our Future Speaker Series
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Concerns About Land Consumption

In 2000, 643,000 acres in the Upstate had been
developed. Projection for 2030 is 1.7 million acres

B Amount of land use is
appropriate

m Reduce land use by 20%

= Reduce land use by 40%

m Reduce land use by 60%

m Reduce land use by 80%

81% of survey participants called for some

1@ reduction in land consumption over next 20 years
2
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Shaping Our Future Analysis Supporters

Shaping Our Future
Consortium:
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Other Funding Partners
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Speaker Introduction

UPSTATE
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Executive /Director: (o
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Shaping Our Future Growth Alternatives Analysis

Our Future

Upstate South Carolina



About the Project: Study Area

A One Region (5,997 sg. mi.)

A Counties (10)
A Cities & Towns (62)

A Council of Governments (3)

A Utility Service Providers ‘ 7

A Colleges & Universities

A Business & Developer Interests

Anderson
County 7

A Regional Advocacy Groups

2 A

//‘
\
;! Abbeville \
p ,

County

A Metropolitan Planning Organizations (3)
A Other Special Interests
A 1,421,138 Residents



About the Project: Growth Alternatives Analysis
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About the Project: Case Studies

AWoodruff Road: What Worked &
What Did Not?

Growth Choices, Challenges & Opportunities

In 2006 and 2009, the City The planning never stops for Trailblazer Park is a performing
H completed downtown sm Travelers Rest. They are currently arts and cultural center that
AEconomic Value of Protected Open Eoseds BUmaE T Detaeaen
needed to create a safer, neanng complebon of a new amphitheater, and numerous

d rendly n plan, and they're festivals. Cyclists and pedestrians

Space & Local Water Resources

S

WOROS

regularly with developers. Based
on the amount of commercial

on to Verdae Boulevard, where a
large, neotraditional development

was a collaborative effort,
receiving input from a number of

. Ray
= development being planned, was planned. The cost estimate stakeholders, including Greenville
OI I Ie re erences Or a angl ng MPO staff recognized that the for the new two-lane road was County, the Greenville-Pickens
S five-lane corridor would be quickly projected to be $12 million. This Area Transportation Study
- - f overwhelmed by the additional cost did not include the purchase (GPATS), the South Carolina
D e l ' | 0 r a h I C & L I fe St I e £ traffic. In 2004, traffic volumes on of right-of-way. Because the region Department of Transportation, and
y :’:"'« 5 Woodruff Road near Hendrix Drive had many other unmet needs, representatives from a number of

S MPO staff felt that it was not in the real estate developments.

AWorking Farms & Local Food

+usS Mg

were 33,500. Modeling of traffic
volumes predicted annual average
daily traffic counts (AADT) would
increase to 45,000, which was well

region’s best interest to purchase
the right-of-way (at about $15 per
square foot). They believed that

The plan addressed the regional
context of Woodruff Road, access

%, above capacity for the corridor. the developers should donate the management strategies, specific
P % right-of-way instead. The majority interchange modifications, and
o e Wooartt R4 MPO staff proposed meetings with of the developers were opposed to land use considerations. Finally,
& the City of Greenville planning the proposed parallel road. because of the goal to develop
S ys t e I I l S Travele and economic development staff recommendations that were both
7 and the major developers along While the “Woodruff Road functional and implementable,
» the corridor. They had idenfified Parallel Route” ranked first in the the report concluded with funding

a feasible route for a parallel

region in the 2007 Long Range

strategies. The recommenda-

road that would access the back Transportation Plan, opposition tions in the plan, however, were
Preferred Develo ment Patterns the open sides of the Woodruff Road from the developers and a lack not binding and many were not
) busines Whether you live in Greenville or additional traffic. The corridor was was widened from two lanes to developments and could bring of support from the City resulted followed.
popular simply visit the area from other quickly transitioning from rural to five, and a suburban thoroughfare circulation improvements to the in the project being listed in the
? of this or parts of the Upstate, you are suburban. was born. corridor. The new road would also “unmet needs” section of the plan. Of the near-term recommen-
O O O S e S ingandi most likely familiar with Woodruff connect a number of dead-end Traffic along the corridor continued dations for I-85/Woodruff Road
" and the ( Road. With a large amount of During the transition, most of the In 2004, 2 major new retail culs-de-sac and provide options toincrease, no longer confined (considered at the time to be one
Trail (SR retail development, interchanges area’s commercial development power center, The Shoppes at for local traffic to avoid Woodruff. only to rush hour. to three years out), the only one
for both -85 and 1-385 and unfil was happening along Laurens Greenridge, was developed The new road would be two lanes, that was immediately addressed
. . Even bel recently, no paralle! road to divert Road, west of Woodruff Road. between -85 and |-385. The parcel with turn lanes at intersections. In 2007, the Woodruff Road was to extend “the monolithic
Tr an S I t I n U r b a n & S u b u r b an everthe oy ot traffc, it has become Woodruff Road was stil had excellnt regonal acoess, but There would also be a two-lane Corridor Study was iniiated concrete island at the southbound
2000s w to many the poster child for traffic considered to be a residential improvements to local access and bridge to fly over -85 to continue by the City of Greenville. It entrance ramp to prohibit through
efforts 5 congestion in the Upstate - and area with a few industrial uses. circulation proved difficult. The
In 2003, how not to grow and evolve. However, despite the residential addition of 500,000 square feet
L a n d S C a e S market 3 zoning, developers were eager to of retail exacerbated the traffic
Fecomm Woodruff Road began as a take advantage of the residential congestion along Woodruff.
an aban( two-lane rural state road serving growth by providing shops At the time of the 2007 study, there were more than
ed econt residential traffic. In the 1960s, and restaurants to the growing In 2005, the Greenville 120 curb cuts and 17 traffic signals between Verdae

A Access to Education, the True Cost
of School-Siting

AThe Intersection of Land Use,
Communities & Social Equality

industrial uses developed, but
fraffic remained moderate. In
1978, the Greenville Mall opened,

population.

In the late 1990s, Wal-Mart

Metropolitan Planning
Organization (MPO), which later
became the Greenville Pickens

Boulevard and SC 14 - a span of less than four
miles. The congestion on the road had led to safety
concerns for both drivers and pedestrians. The

bringing additional traffic to the and Sam’s Club opened on the Area Transportation Study stated goals of the plan were:
corridor and spurring residential former site of General Electric, (GPATS), began putting together
growth. In the early 1980s, the adjacent to 1-385. Additional big recommendations for the City of

extension of 1-385 and -85
provided additional access to the
region, spurring new residential
development and bringing

40 SHAPING OUR FUTURE

box commercial developments
followed, abandoning their Laurens
Road locations. With the growing

commercial presence, the corridor

Greenville, including strategies
for Woodruff Road. At that time,
City economic development
staff and planners were meeting

Y]

|y
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Shapi ng Our Future

Population in the Upstate will continue to grow.

Doing nothing to prepare for future growth does
not mean that the Upstate will stay the same.

Decisions made today will have an impact on the
Upstate long into the future.

Understanding, exploring and measuring the trade-offs of
different growth options will help our residents and leaders
make more informed decisions about the future.




The Trend Trajectory

A Low-density, single-use development
patterns throughout the region

A Outward expansion of infrastructure
(roads, water, sewer, schools, parks,
etc.) to serve newly developed areas

A Reliance on cars for most trips in the
region (very little regional bus
service)

A Rapid loss of the rural landscape
(including farmland and forested
areas) to accommodate new
neighborhoods, commercial centers,
office complexes and industrial uses




The Trend Trajectory

A Low-density, single-use development
patterns throughout the region

A Outward expansion of infrastructure
(roads, water, sewer, schools, parks,
etc.) to serve newly developed areas

A Reliance on cars for most trips in the
region (very little regional bus
service)

A Rapid loss of the rural landscape
(including farmland and forested
areas) to accommodate new
neighborhoods, commercial centers,
office complexes and industrial uses

The scenarios created for the Growth Alternatives Analysis are hypothetical futures
illustrated by conceptual maps created by the consultant for modeling purposes only



The bluepri nit
trend development growth

= pattern Is contained Iin the
plans, programs and
ordinances of government,
local market demands,

. available investment capital,

]"_;; and developer interests.
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The Regionos Call to

NnWe do not want to see o0
Charlotte or Greater Atlanta in the future because
these places suffer from the ills of rapid, foensity
and decentralized growth patterns: rapid loss of rural S
and agricultural lands, legendary traffic congestion
Issues, skyrocketing housing costs, schools operating
over their intended capacity, poor air quality, and
expensive infrastructure projects deemed necessary {( |
reacti vely manage compou




What's the difference between
Greenville and Atlanta?

We'll give you a couple of hours
to think about it.

THRIVE

DOWNTOWN GREENVILLE SC
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Trend Growth Scenario

<X

Corridors Growth
Scenario

Rural Village
Growth Scenario



The Trend Development Scenario

A Low-density, single-use development
patterns throughout the region

A Outward expansion of infrastructure
(roads, water, sewer, schools, parks,
etc.) to serve newly developed areas

A Reliance on cars for most trips in the
region (very little regional bus
service)

A Rapid loss of the rural landscape
(including farmland and forested
areas) to accommodate new
neighborhoods, commercial centers,
office complexes and industrial uses

The scenarios created for the Growth Alternatives Analysis are hypothetical futures
illustrated by conceptual maps created by the consultant for modeling purposes only
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The Compact Centers Scenario

ANew growth is focused in compact,
walkable growth centers identified
throughout the region.

A Daily travel needs are primarily served by
walking, biking or transit within, and
between, nearby growth centers. Roads
are still important to connect centers.

AMixed-use growth centers provide
opportunities to link jobs and housing in
close proximity.

A An abundance of open space surrounding
the identified centers offsets higher
densities and less private open space in
the urban environments.

The scenarios created for the Growth Alternatives Analysis are hypothetical futures
illustrated by conceptual maps created by the consultant for modeling purposes only



Mixed-Use Centers Reinvest in Downtowns
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Transit-Oriented Development




