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Scenario Planning is an integral part of the update of the Mid-Region Metropolitan Planning Organization’s (MRMPQO) metropolitan transportation
plan, called Futures 2040. MRMPO undertakes this type of long range transportation plan every 5 years; however this is the first time that MRMPO
has integrated scenario planning into the planning process. Scenario Planning can range from the impacts of adding a bridge crossing to an
entirely new growth pattern for jobs and housing. Scenario Planning cannot be simply defined; rather here are a few definitions:

o Develop potential growth scenarios to compare impacts on our built and natural environment
¢ Evaluate the costs and benefits of possible future development patterns on land consumption, transportation, environment and economy
e Provide a tool to better evaluate the costs and benefits of how we grow, and measure the impacts of how we grow on our region’s assets

Why Scenario Planning?
1. Develop a Proactive vs. Reactive approach to growth in our region and development of the MTP
Build collaboration among governmental agencies, the public and other professionals Nashville MPO Example:
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3. Directly integrate land use and transportation planning
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Recognize that there is not one certain future N et Base Case Alternate Case
Land We Will Consume: 365,000 acres 91,000 acres
Instead of looking just at the growth trend based on current planning and
known development as we have done in the past, we can look at other ways | 'nfrastructure Costs: $6,057,085.995 $3.406,798,045
to grow, a_nd see if they WI|| have_a different impact on our land Intersections per acre: 034 1
consumption, transportation, environment and economy. For example, from
the Nashville MPO scenario planning efforts they identified a base case and | Mew Road Miles: 4 544 miles 2,225 miles
an alternative case that had the following impacts in their region:
Acres of New Impervious Surfaces: | 62,444 acres 35,033 acres
Focus groups have been identified for this process, they include: Vehicle Miles of Travel Increase: 39 miles 35.9 miles
* Public agencies, Public Health professionals, Housing professionals .
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Elected officials, Rural areas, Neighborhood Associations, Economic PR A A A o RO ERRRLA AR

development professionals, Developers and Business groups, and
Public schools
We are currently reaching out to these groups and asking them to identify what they feel are the Challenges in our region.




Public Agencies results (June 2013 meeting):

Economic
Land Use Collaboration Public Demographic
Water (34% Develo, t Mobility (7% Place Maki: Mo Identi
(34%) um"'l"’" Patterns (16%) (13%) ity (7%) | Egucation (6%) ne Trends ney i
Sustainable, Identiticati t
) u:j_ inabie Ltn |_|ca |o|:| © Hegional Air Quality & . _ ) Aging population
Water - aging resilient, local high intensity i i Public tducation| Place Making | =~ . Preserve cultural
L i economic Congestion livability - urban Funding i
utilities economy (job development ) outreach (3%€) heritage
cooperation management & rural
centerc) zones
Redevelop/repur
pose derelicl
. . 1:nr||.|||.|-r{:|:-|| & . Change culture Targel [iFII‘-\.I.lY Iresdilutional | arge scale
Changlng water |Economic market| retail into new Lack of Transportation dt " for preservation cha”enges to M burb
around transi one suburban
usefreuse identitication housing to collaboration options use of open space. | accommodate v development
reflect agriculture, etc. | aging population P
demographic
realitics
Prioritize Reglonal Influence o
TN I
Density = less | Retain families | infrastructure - | coordination + between land |Capacity building T i Better asset s ' t: '
[HESITIR DREN RS b SUIEMIT LR
water in community’ |urban, suburban, vision + use & (developers) e management .
. . ﬂanErapl‘llr.q
rural collabaration transportation
Diversitied
i . i . i ) Balance rural
Water industrial Homeowner - Inter Hegional |Linking density & kducate to lob - housing charactor &
availability economic developer buy-in| collaboration transit overcome fear balance
urban growth
development
Mixed usa Visionary,
Water resources courageous non- .
. dennzloprmenl —— - _ . a Coui . Cormmmunily
lanni ":r N K-12 INducation | that provides |PU.|-|I Iu:_d WEI{;;U&T_:"HB _Uﬁms w I-.H identity lncal ws.
rll anmng E.[iwt ai-l'l:lrdable EAafers Irll— Lt B shars [k A Ing '-‘.pr::lL regiunal
assumphions . government -
housing i
private sector
Ad t t
SQuate water Urban ws. Rural
resource Job Growth
character
management
Here vz, there
BUONIC
developrmenl




Health Professionals results (October 2013 meeting):
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From these discussions about challenges in our region, we have developed themes that will help us develop conceptual scenarios and indicators to
evaluate those scenarios. The themes include Community Character, Access and Mobility, Active Places, Climate Change, Land Use Patterns, and
Economic Vitality. MRMPO has received funding from Federal Highway Administration to focus on the impacts of Climate Change in our area.
Also, though our outreach efforts we have identified Equity as an important indicator that runs through these themes. Following is a visual of the
themes and some potential conceptual scenarios that could come out of this process.
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Below is our timeline for developing alternative scenarios. We are currently identifying challenges through our focus groups and public outreach.
This spring we will be focusing on developing scenario concepts, and in the summer will have two very intensive workshops to select and evaluate
scenarios to be integrated into our Futures 2040. These scenarios will be the basis for developing recommendations for both the Mid-Region

Metropolitan Organization and other cooperating entities in the region.

Identify Scenario Preliminary Scenario Refined

Concepts Scenarios Evaluation Scenarios

Challenges

In Process Spring 2014 Summer 2014 Fall 2004
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