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Introduction
Balancing the transportation needs of a growing region requires a firm understanding of
what has been accomplished in the past, what the current conditions are, and what
needs to be achieved in the future.  With an agreed-upon vision in mind, citizens and
decision-makers can unite in the process of prioritization to overcome the difficulty of
completing projects that rely on increasingly scarce funds.  This financially constrained
transportation plan recognizes that need for a vision and embodies the values of a
multi-level partnership rooted in local policy, public involvement, and state and federal
cooperation.

The 2030 GPATS Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP) respects the history and
heritage of the region by presenting an ambitious, forward-thinking framework for the
area’s future.  History has shown that true choice in transportation is important to be
able to maintain and enhance a community’s quality of life.  This plan integrates local
and regional planning initiatives so that the transportation system of the future respects
community vision, local corridor context, and environmental goals.

 Updating the Long Range Transportation Plan
Federal regulations require the region’s LRTP be updated every 5 years to reflect
changing needs and priorities.  The Greenville-Pickens Area Transportation Study
Metropolitan Planning Organization’s (GPATS MPO) existing LRTP was last revised
December 2002.  This updated plan addresses the area’s transportation needs through
2030, a 24-year period.  To be successful, the LRTP must balance economic
development goals and strategies with community investments.  This balancing act
involves cooperation at local, regional, state, and federal levels.  The areas comprising
the GPATS study area are shown in Figures 2.1A-2.1D.  Numerous stakeholders have
participated in this update, including:

GPATS MPO

Cities of Easley, Fountain Inn, Greenville, Greer, Mauldin, Simpsonville, and
Travelers Rest

Towns of Liberty and Pickens

Anderson, Greenville, Laurens, Pickens, and Spartanburg Counties

Various local, regional, state, and federal agencies, including the Greenville Transit
Authority (GTA), the South Carolina Department of Transportation (SCDOT), the
Federal Transit Authority (FTA), and the Federal Highway Administration  (FHWA)

Census, Demographics, and Traveling Trends
The GPATS region has witnessed steady growth since the state began to sell former
Native American lands to recover from the American Revolution.  Growth intensified
following World War II, and between 1970 and 2000, the population of Greenville and
Pickens Counties increased by more than 60%.  By 2030, the two counties are expected
to increase by an additional 38%.  This trend is shown in Figure 2.2.

The continued growth of the GPATS area has attracted new cultural, recreational, and
economic resources to the area.  The growth also poses challenges such as increased
traffic congestion, pollution, and loss of open space, and it influences commuting
patterns throughout the region.  As the economy of the area converted from agriculture
to manufacturing, Greenville became the economic hub of the region. Table 2.1 shows
that Greenville County attracts a large percentage of work from counties throughout
the region.  In fact, 29% of the workers residing in Pickens County and 26% of workers
in Laurens County are employed in Greenville County.

Table 2.1 – Employee Travel Flows
From To Percent
Greenville Greenville 87.3%
Anderson Greenville 18.1%

Anderson 68.5%
Laurens Greenville 26.2%

Laurens 56.2%
Pickens Greenville 29.0%

Pickens 55.5%
Spartanburg Greenville 12.5%

Spartanburg 81.6%
Source: Missouri Census Data Center

Figure 2.2  Population Trends and Projections
Greenville and Pickens Counties

208,210

255,806

299,502

367,205

414,061

490,373

550,530

614,140

676,600

0

100,000

200,000

300,000

400,000

500,000

600,000

700,000

800,000

1950 1960 1970 1980 1990 2000 2010 2020 2030

12%

25%

38%

Percent change since 2000

Source: South Carolina Office of Research and Statistics, Health and Demographics Division



Laurens
Spartanburg

La
ure

ns

Gr
ee

nv
ille

GREENVILLE

MAULDIN

SIMPSONVILLE

FOUNTAIN INN

Donaldson
Center
Airport

AUGUSTA RD

STATE HWY 418

WOODRUFF RD

FO
RK

 SH
OA

LS
 R

D

SC HW
Y 14

W GEORGIA R
D

SC
 41

8

FA
IRV

IEW
 RD

JONESVILLE RD

SCUFFLETOWN RD
SC 14

E BUTLER RD

MILLER RD

OLD GROVE RD

HOWARD DR

HOLLAND RD

E GEORGIA RD

LO
G SHOALS

 RD

ROPER MOUNTAIN RD

SC HWY 8

ANDERSON RDG RD

N MAIN ST

LE
E V

AU
GHN RD

N WOODS DR

BETHANY RD

WHITE HORSE RD

INDUSTRIAL DR

RIDGE RD

BESSIE RD

HUNTER RD

BE
TH

EL
 RD

GR
EE

NP
ON

D 
RD

BA
TE

SV
ILL

E 
RD

JONES MILL RD

CONESTEE RD AS
HM

OR
E B

RID
GE R

D

HU
NT

S B
RID

GE
 RD

JACOBS RD

FRONTAGE RD

HARRISON BRIDGE RD

US HWY 276

N NELSON DR

NORTHEAST MAIN ST

OLD MILL RD

GR
OV

E R
D

BLAKELY AVE

W BUTLER RD

DURBIN ROAD

SOUTHEAST MAIN ST

N MAPLE ST

BRIDGES RD

PARK ROAD

STOKES RD

REE
DY F

ORK R
D

PIE
DM

ON
T H

WY

HAMBY DRLAURENS RD

GA
RL

ING
TO

N 
RD

S BENNETTS BRIDGE RD

EVELYN DR

E S
TA

ND
IN

G 
SP

RIN
GS

 R
D

DAVIS RD

MAIN ST

FE
AS

TE
R 

RD

6TH ST

AL
LE

N S
T

E CURTIS ST

OLD HUNDRED RD

DURBIN CHURCH ROAD

INTERSTATE 85 EXIT #46

MAULDIN RD

LIB
ER

TY
 CH

UR
CH

 RO
AD

GUESS ST

BETHEL DR

DURBIN ROAD

MAULDIN RD

385

85

185 85

85

85

385

276

25

276

276

14

418

8

146

331

20

417

651

296

81

14

418

14

417

0 21
Miles

F i g u r e  2 . 1 A   

Fountain Inn
Greenville
Greer
Mauldin
Simpsonville
Travelers Rest
Easley
Liberty
Pickens

Study Area
Counties
Bodies of  Water
Railroad
Interstate
US Route
State Route
Local Street

EASLEY
LIBERTY

PICKENS
GREER

GREENVILLE
MAULDIN

SIMPSONVILLE
FOUNTAIN INN

TRAVELERS REST

Vicinity Map

S t u d y  A r e a



Sp
art

an
bu

rg
Gr

ee
nv

ille

GREER

GREENVILLE

TRAVELERS REST

Lake
Robinson

Saluda
River

Greenville
Downtown

Airport

GSP
International

Airport

N SC HWY 101

LOCUST HILL RD

N SC HWY 14

PELHAM RD

POINSETT HWY

HU
DS

ON

STATE PARK RD

WADE HAMPTON BLVD

ED
WAR

DS
 RD

ST
AL

LIN
GS

 RD

JORDAN RD

GAP CREEK RD

S SC HWY 14

N US HWY 25

S SUBER RD

SANDY FLAT RD

E NORTH ST

STATE HWY 253

S BUNCOMBE RD

S BATESVILLE RD

SC
 HWY 1

4

BROCKMAN MCCLIMON RD

DEVENGER RD

MEMORIAL DR EXT

GS
P D

R

WHITE HORSE RD EXT

E DARBY RD

POPLAR DR EXT VICTOR HILL RD

US
 HW

Y 2
5

GIBBS SHOALS RD

CEDAR LANE RD

GARLINGTON RD

E WADE HAMPTON BLVD

ROE FORD RD

W PARKER RD

PINE LOG FORD RD

LYNN RD

SAINT MARK RD

W LEE RD

TUBBS MOUNTAIN RD

LILY ST

E POINSETT ST EXT

TAYLORS RD

JACKSON GROVE RD

N RUTHERFORD RD

IKES RD

RUTHERFORD RD

BLACKS DR

W BLU
E RIDGE DR

E MAIN ST

TIGERVILLE RD

GEER HWY

REID SCHOOL RD

LO
CU

ST
 H

ILL

HIGHWAY 357

OLD EASLEY HWY

HIG
HW

AY
 10

1 S

ARLIN
GTON RD

TA
NY

AR
D 

RD

N MAIN ST

BRUSHY CREEK RD

HAMMETT BRIDGE RD

S MAIN ST

DUNCAN RD

OL
D 

BU
NC

OM
BE

 R
D

PERRY RD

PIN
E 

KN
OL

L D
R

HUNTS BRIDGE RD

6TH ST

DUNCAN CHAPEL RD

VICTOR AVE EXT

TA
YL

OR
 RD

HO
W

EL
L R

D

NEW EASLEY HWY

AGNEW RD

W MAIN ST

PIE
DM

ON
T P

AR
K R

D

ABNER CREEK RD

MUDDY FORD RD

STEVENS RD

W RD

RACING RD

NEW WOODRUFF RD

STRANGE RD

PINEY MOUNTAIN RD

CONGAREE RD

EU
NIC

E D
R

PHILLIPS RD

E BRAMLETT RD

BOND PL

ENOREE RD

CHICK SPRINGS RD ROBINSON RD

N. 
HW

Y 2
5 B

YP

WATKINS RD

SC HWY 41
4

WO
RL

EY
 R

D

HI
GH

WA
Y 3

57

N MAIN ST

ABNER CREEK RD

PELHAM RD

N SC HWY 14

HIGHWAY 357

ST
AT

E P
AR

K R
D

HIGHWAY 357

HIGHWAY 101 S

85

385 85

85

85

25

29

14

253

101

183

124

414

357

14

14

357

14

253

414

253

101

0 21
Miles

F i g u r e  2 . 1 B   

Fountain Inn
Greenville
Greer
Mauldin
Simpsonville
Travelers Rest
Easley
Liberty
Pickens

Study Area
Counties
Bodies of  Water
Railroad
Interstate
US Route
State Route
Local Street

EASLEY
LIBERTY

PICKENS
GREER

GREENVILLE
MAULDIN

SIMPSONVILLE
FOUNTAIN INN

TRAVELERS REST

S t u d y  A r e a

Vicinity Map



EASLEY

PICKENS

LIBERTY

TRAVELERS REST

GREENVILLE

Saluda
River

FARRS BRIDGE RD

SALUDA DAM RD

WH
ITE

 H
OR

SE
 R

D

DA
CU

SV
ILL

E 
HW

Y

CALHOUN MEM HWY

EARLS BRIDGE RD

JAMESON RD

GEER HWY

GENTRY MEM HWY

RICE RD

HUNTS BRIDGE RD

LENHARDT RD

OL
D W

HIT
E H

OR
SE

 RD

LATHAM RD
OLIVE ST

OLD EASLEY HWY

KA
Y 

DR
E MAIN ST

BREAZEALE RD

THOMAS MILL RD

MOOREFIELD MEM HWY

OLD LIBERTY RD

ROE FORD RD

PUMPKINTO
WN HWY

POWDERSVILLE RD

ROBERT P JEANES RD

NEW EASLEY HWY

IRELAND RD

GREENVILLE HWY

KEELER MILL RD

BELLE SHOALS RD

LILY ST

GRIFFIN MILL RD

W PARKER RD

ST
OR

E 
RD

RICES CREEK RD

S 5TH ST

AN
N 

ST

EDENS RD

S E ST

HIGHLAND RD

ANDERSON RD

N FISH TRAP RD

N A ST

REECE MILL RD

NORMAN DR

JOHN ST

BA
TE

S C
RO

SS
IN

G 
RD

N MAIN ST

ANTIOCH RD

S MAIN ST

TURNER RD

DUNCAN RD

W BLUE RIDGE DR

CRESTVIEW RD

RISO
N DR

SHADY GROVE RD

MULBERRY RD

J AND D DR

DUNCAN CHAPEL RD

SECONA RD

PEARSON RD

EARLE E MORRIS JR HWY

STEWART GIN RD

W MAR
ION RD

ROSS AV

FLEETWOOD DR

GLENWOOD RD

EU
NIC

E D
R

QUARRY RD

MCD
AN

IEL
 AV

ROLLING HILLS CIR

N. 
HW

Y 2
5 B

YP

WATKINS RD

IRELAND RD

KEELER MILL RD

25

123

178

178

25

93

81

183

124

135

8

8

93 0 21
Miles

F i g u r e  2 . 1 C   

Fountain Inn
Greenville
Greer
Mauldin
Simpsonville
Travelers Rest
Easley
Liberty
Pickens

Study Area
Counties
Bodies of  Water
Railroad
Interstate
US Route
State Route
Local Street

EASLEY
LIBERTY

PICKENS
GREER

GREENVILLE
MAULDIN

SIMPSONVILLE
FOUNTAIN INN

TRAVELERS REST

Vicinity Map

S t u d y  A r e a



Pickens

Anderson

EASLEY

LIBERTY

EASLEY GREENVILLE

Saluda
River

RIVER

CALHOUN MEM HWY

PELZER

HIGHWAY 81
SC HWY 8

PIE
DM

ON
T H

WY

BESSIE RD

PELZER HWY
AN

DE
RS

ON

GREENVILLE HWY

ST P
AUL

AN
DE

RS
ON H

WY

CRESTVIEW RD

RU
HA

MA
H 

RD

ANDERSON RD

HIGHWAY 86

EARLE E MORRIS JR

WHITE HORSE RD

BRUSHY CREEK RD

S P
IED

MO
NT

 HW
Y

THREE BRIDGES

TH
RE

E A
ND

 TW
EN

TY

I-85

RICES CREEK RD

PIC
KE

NS
 D

R

STEWART GIN RD

OLD NORRIS RD

OLD PENDLETON

SHEFFIELD RD

CARTEE RD

LIBERTY HWY

CONESTEE RD

FR
ON

TA
GE

 RD

FIVE FORKS RD

SUMMIT DR ANDERSON DR

LAKESIDE RD

CAMDEN DR

PEARSON RD

SHERIFF MILL RD

BLACK BOTTOM RD

HI
GH

WA
Y 2

9

MAIN ST

I-8
5

TH
RE

E A
ND

 TW
EN

TY

I-8
5

GREENVILLE HWY

HIGHWAY 81

OLD PENDLETON

HIGHWAY 86

ANDERSON

PIE
DM

ON
T H

WY

85

185

85

85

123

29

25

178

146

20

81

8

86

135

86 20
81

81

8

86

81

81

81

0 21
Miles

F i g u r e  2 . 1 D   

Fountain Inn
Greenville
Greer
Mauldin
Simpsonville
Travelers Rest
Easley
Liberty
Pickens

Study Area
Counties
Bodies of  Water
Railroad
Interstate
US Route
State Route
Local Street

EASLEY
LIBERTY

PICKENS
GREER

GREENVILLE
MAULDIN

SIMPSONVILLE
FOUNTAIN INN

TRAVELERS REST

GREENVILLE

MAULDINSaluda
River

Greenville
Downtown

Airport

WH
ITE

 H
OR

SE
 R

D

HU
DS

ON

MILLER RD

E B
UT

LE
R 

RD

ANDERSON RD

E NORTH ST

HO
LL

AN
D 

RD

RIDGE RD

WOODRUFF RD

AUGUSTA RD

CEDAR LANE RD

EDWARDS RD

DEVENGER RD

JACOBS RD OLD MILL RD

GR
OV

E R
D

BLACKS DRW BLUE RIDGE DR

PIE
DM

ON
T H

WY

POINSETT HW
Y

BOILING SPRINGS RD

HAMBY DRLAURENS RD

DAVIS RD

FR
ON

TA
GE

 RD

6TH ST

PE
RRY

 RD

HOW
ELL RD

AL
LE

N S
T

MUDDY FORD RD

FE
AS

TE
R 

RD

WO
OD

SI
DE

 AV
E

CONGAREE RD

DU
BL

IN
 R

D

PIN
E 

KN
OL

L D
R

INTERSTATE 85 EXIT #46

W WASHINGTON ST

GUESS ST

BETHEL DR

PELHAM RD

FRONTAGE RD

PELHAM RD

85

385

185

385

85

85

25

276

123

29

25

25

81

20

183

124

146

Inset - Greenville City Limits

S t u d y  A r e a

Vicinity Map



2-6

Figure 2.3  Mode of Travel to Work, Greenville and Pickens Counties
(workers 16 years and over)

Source: US Census Bureau
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Figure 2.4  Average Commute Times, 1990 and 2000
Source: US Census Bureau
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The region’s workforce has become more dependent on personal transportation, and
average commute times have increased.  As shown in Figure 2.3, between 1990 and
2000 the share of commuters traveling alone increased while carpooling, public
transportation, and bicycling and walking declined.  In Pickens County, driving alone
increased 3% as carpooling and bicycling or walking declined at a similar rate.  Between
1990 and 2000, commute times in Greenville and Pickens Counties have increased
19.3% and 22.9%, respectively (shown in Figure 2.4).  These figures are similar to the
totals for the five counties that comprise the GPATS study area.

Throughout the region, the number of trips and the length of those trips continue to
increase.  In addition, the number of vehicles per household is increasing even as large
groups of the population lack access to a vehicle.  A multimodal transportation system
provides choice for users and meets the needs of a regional population.

The GPATS LRTP identifies general and specific transportation system improvement
recommendations and strategies to help accommodate growth in travel demand.  The
plan specifies ways for the region to maintain the quality of life its citizens value even as
the mobility and accessibility of goods and people are improved.  The update
acknowledges the need for true choice in transportation, a system that supports not
only automobiles, but also pedestrians, bicyclists, transit patrons, and freight.

Central to the development of transportation alternatives is the relationship
between local transportation networks, planned land use, and natural, historic,
and economic resources.  The 2030 update emphasizes community involvement,
shared resources, and a multi-disciplined approach to meet the vision and
objectives detailed in the plan.  But a grand vision and comprehensive plan is
useless if it is not implemented.  To avoid such a circumstance, the GPATS
Long Range Transportation Plan dedicates multiple chapters to financial and
implementation strategies.  The highest priority projects identified in the
LRTP will move into the state’s Transportation Improvement Program
(TIP), a necessary step for funding and completion.

Public Involvement
Since its inception in 1970, the metropolitan planning process has stablished
a cooperative, continuous, and comprehensive planning framework for
making transportation investment decisions.  While program oversight
responsibilities are shared by FHWA and FTA, officials at the local level
must consider how projects will address eight broad areas during the
planning process:

Support the economic vitality of the metropolitan area, especially by
enabling global competitiveness, productivity, and efficiency
Increase the safety of the transportation system for motorized and non-motorized
users
Increase the security of the transportation system for motorized and non-
motorized users
Increase the accessibility and mobility of people and for freight
Protect and enhance the environment, promote energy conservation, improve
quality of life, and promote consistency between transportation improvements and
State and local planned growth and economic development patterns
Enhance the integration and connectivity of the transportation system, across and
between modes, for people and freight
Promote efficient system management and operation
Emphasize the preservation of the existing transportation system

The GPATS Long Range Transportation Plan is based on these principles, supported by
data, and built around an inclusive public involvement process.  A key component of
the public involvement process was the early identification of groups likely to be most
impacted by the Plan, as well as the exchange of information, ideas, and priorities.
Team members took steps to make sure the technical language could be easily
understood.  To reach a common vision, the community outreach efforts involved both
formal and informal actions such as the public workshops, small group meetings,
stakeholder interviews, and responses to citizen phone calls and emails described below.
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Transportation Plan Advisory Committee
The Transportation Plan Advisory Committee (TPAC) formed as a unique citizen
subcommittee to serve in an advisory role during the development of the plan.  The
TPAC began meeting monthly in March 2006 and participated in visioning exercises,
information feedback, and drafting vision statements.  The TPAC also served as a
sounding board for ideas generated by the project team and planning staff.

At the first meetings, the group outlined several issues that need to be resolved in order
to maintain the region’s high quality of life.  These issues included improving traffic
congestion by creating a network of interconnected streets, increasing the mode choices
available to travelers, coordinating land use and transportation, and recognizing
transportation’s role in economic development.  Other issues included equity, safety,
and environmental concerns.

Public Workshops
An important role of the TPAC was to ensure the public
workshops were attended by a large and diverse group of
citizens.  The project team and TPAC recognized citizens
have an intimate knowledge of the strengths and
weaknesses of an area’s transportation system.  This
knowledge provides information at a variety of scales,
from the level of intersections all the way to the region as
a whole.  Public workshops were held on June 1 and June
6, 2006 to allow members of the community to convey
their concerns and express their priorities for the
region’s transportation system.  After an overview
presentation and group exercises, participants gathered
around maps to identify specific concerns and
recommendations.  Several themes emerged during through
this inclusive process. These themes touched on all elements of the long-range
transportation plan and are identified in the notes shown to the right.

An interim round of five public forums occurred in February 2007, at which staff gave
a short presentation and answered questions in an open house format.  The open house
format centered around three stations – highways, transit, and bicycle/pedestrian.  The
results of the second round of workshops further validated the themes shown above.
Other comments included the following.

Highway Needs:
o Improve network of collector streets
o Manage better congestion resulting from highway construction

Transit Needs:
o Change the perception that public transit is only for those with low

incomes
o Provide more funding for Greenville Transit Authority

Bicycle and Pedestrian Needs:
o Require sidewalks in all new subdivisions
o Construct more greenways and bikeways

The community reconvened on August 21, 2007 to provide feedback on the findings
and recommendations at a public workshop.  The feedback received during this
workshop allowed the project team to make final changes to the recommendations
prior to the completion of the draft report.  The draft GPATS Long Range
Transportation Plan was presented August 21, 2007 at Carolina First Center in
Greenville, followed by a 30-day public review process.
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Support for Alternative Transportation Funding Sources
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Public Survey
A public survey made available public workshops
and through the County’s planning department
allowed the general public to comment on priorities
for future transportation improvements and identify
preferred funding sources.  The 20-question survey
included general questions regarding likes and
dislikes in the Greenville regions, questions specific
to individual elements of the LRTP, and questions
designed to challenge respondents to make choices
related to transportation priorities and funding.

In general, respondents expressed a desire for a
multimodal transportation system.  This sentiment
echoed the themes that emerged from other public
involvement vehicles such as the TPAC,
stakeholder interviews, and public workshops.
They also recognized that a congestion problem exists
within the region, Woodruff Road was cited most often as a
road with congestion problems.

Two broad questions asked respondents to rate the transportation system and to
divide $100 among a series of transportation improvements.  As the pie chart shows,
most respondents rated the system as “fair” or “good.”  While, these results indicate
residents recognize some
favorable aspects of the
transportation system,
the 27% that rated the
system as poor indicates
the potential to improve
the transportation system
by implementing the
recommendations of the
GPATS Long Range
Transportation Plan.

When forced to make funding
decisions to improve the
transportation network, respondents
could choose to spend all the money
on one category or distribute it
among several categories.  As shown
in the diagram below, most money
was allocated to improving existing
roadways, whether through existing
roadway improvements, streetscape
improvements, or access
management strategies.  However,
more money was allocated to public
transportation than any other
category.  This fact reveals the
importance of a flexible, multimodal
transportation system that provides
choice to all users.

If additional funding is required to pay for
transportation improvements, development
impact fees had the highest percentage of
support, with 52 percent of respondents in
favor of instituting development impact fees
to pay for transportation improvements.  A
surprising amount of support (46 percent)
surfaced for raising the gas tax, perhaps due
in part to the presentation’s mention that the
state’s gas tax has not been increased, even to
adjust for inflation, for almost two decades.
Five respondents wrote in their desire to
increase vehicle registration fees, perhaps
indicating the potential for an even broader
level of support if “higher vehicle registration
fees” had been listed as one of the default
categories from which to choose.

Additional information from the survey is
presented in the appropriate element.
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Vision
Vision and Objectives
This update to the LRTP attempts to balance the vision and objectives expressed by the
TPAC with comments received through the public involvement process.  The following
goals and objectives were expressed during the public involvement process and guided
the development of the transportation plan:

Develop a plan that maximizes benefits to the transportation system while
minimizing costs involved – improve existing roads and corridors and implement
creative strategies to better manage congestion

Develop a smarter, sustainable transportation system – identify unique
challenges within the region and learn from past successes and mistakes

Provide viable transportation alternatives to decrease dependence on the
automobile, in turn decreasing the demand load on the existing
transportation system – provide a more comprehensive transit system that
accommodates more riders and improve and enhance the bicycle and pedestrian
network

Provide a safe transportation system for all users – develop safety projects to
reduce crashes at high-collision intersections and provide better facilities for
pedestrian and bicyclists

Recognize the effect growth patterns have on the transportation system and
vice versa – develop strategies to effectively encourage connectivity while
discouraging inefficient sprawl development

Minimize environmental impacts of the transportation system – utilize
planning tools to preserve areas along streambeds and restore and maintain air
quality status for the GPATS area

Encourage on-going maintenance and improvement of the existing
transportation system

Educate both GPATS area citizens and decision makers about the long
range plan process and the funding sources needed to finance long range
plan projects

Develop a plan more conducive to developer-financed growth – recognize the
impact of development on the transportation system and require some financial
responsibility from the development community

A Transportation Planning Guide
The vision for a cost-effective, efficient, and safe transportation system can become a
reality.  This plan exists as a vital tool to encourage a smarter, sustainable future
transportation system that supports continued economic development throughout the
region without harming its natural and social resources.  The following chapters
constitute the GPATS Long Range Transportation Plan:

Background and History

Introduction and Vision

Highway Element – Existing

Highway Element – Future

Social and Environmental  Screening

Pedestrian and Bicycle Element

Public Transit Element

Freight Element

Financial Plan

Implementation Plan


