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Introduction 

 

Overview of the Anderson Area Transportation Study 

Federal transportation law requires urbanized areas (as defined by the U.S. Census Bureau) with 
population concentrations in excess of 50,000 persons to conduct an urban transportation 
planning process. The organization structure responsible for conducting this planning process is 
called a Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO). The Anderson Area Transportation Study 
(ANATS) is the MPO containing the City of Anderson, the City of Belton, and portions of 
Anderson County.  

 
     Map I.1- ANATS Urban and Study Area  Source: US Census Bureau 
 
MPO’s are committees comprised of local elected officials, local citizens and State officials. 
This group is formally designated by the Governor’s office as the body responsible for 
conducting an urbanized area’s transportation planning process. This committee is typically 
referred to as a Policy Committee. The ANATS Policy Committee consists of 14 members.  The 
Policy Committee meeting schedule varies according to the needs of the MPO.  
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ANATS POLICY COMMITTEE NAME 

City of Anderson (Mayor) Terence Roberts (Chairman) 
City of Anderson (Council) John Roberts 
City of Anderson (Council) Jeff Roberts 
Anderson County Council John Wright Jr. 
Anderson County Council Glenn Davis 
City of Belton (Council) Marion Nickles 
Legislative Delegation Richard Cash 
Legislative Delegation Ann Thayer 
Legislative Delegation Brian White  
S.C. Department of Transportation Pamela Christopher 
Anderson County Planning 
Commission Will Moore 
County Resident Ray Fretwell 
County Resident Open 
County Resident Open 
County Resident Eddie Kinsey 

 
 
Prior to making any decisions on behalf of the MPO, the Policy Committee receives 
information and recommendations from a the ANATS Study Team and the MPO 
Staff. The Study Team is a working group of transportation professionals charged with the 
technical oversight of the MPO’s work. Study Team membership includes local, State and 
Federal transportation staff members, along with planners, engineers and other interested parties. 
The Study Team typically meets prior to each Policy Committee meeting, to review and approve 
planning documents and to develop recommendations on items discussed at the Policy 
Committee meeting.  
 
The MPO staff provides continuing technical support to the transportation planning program, as 
well as conducting studies and overseeing projects as directed by the Policy Committee. 
The ANATS MPO carries out the following three major activities to meet specific federal 
requirements: 
 

1.  The development and maintenance of the Long-Range Transportation Plan 
(LRTP), updated every 5 years; 

2.  The annual development and update of the Transportation Improvement 
Program (TIP), the seven-year program for highway and transit improvements; 

3.  The bi-annual development of the Unified Planning Work Program (UPWP), the 
two year planning program that describes and coordinates the individual 
transportation planning activities of all agencies within the MPO area. 
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Need for Transportation Planning 

The purpose of transportation is to bring people and goods to places where they are needed. 
Today people are traveling more than ever, and more transportation options are available.  
Whether it is a short trip to a store, flying a plane on a cross-country business trip, or simply 
enjoying a scenic ride on a bicycle route, everyone is using the transportation network.  Although 
the destinations and purposes vary, the fact remains that the transportation infrastructure of a 
region makes an impact on the lives of everyone.   

Transportation systems must accommodate the needs of users in a particular area.  In growing 
municipalities, additional infrastructure must be planned to accommodate the demand along the 
network as well as the corridors where the growth will be anticipated.   

 

History of Transportation Legislation 

The legislation involved in transportation planning can be traced back to the 1930s.  Planning at 
the state and local level began with the Federal-Aid Highway Act of 1934.  This legislation 
allowed states to use 1½ percent of funds going to construction to be used for planning and 
economic evaluation.  This allowed for activities such as mapping of the highway system, 
preparing traffic counts, and determining maintenance and construction of highway facilities  

In the 1940s the National Interstate System was created. As the interstates developed through the 
1950s, the federal government intervened and passed the Highway Act of 1956 which provided 
funding of the transportation infrastructure but largely left transportation planning decisions to 
states This policy in transportation planning would remain greatly unaltered until the 
authorization of the Intermodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act (ISTEA) which was 
passed in 1991.  This differed from prior transportation planning policy because the federal 
government made metropolitan planning organizations (MPOs) not only review and assess 
vehicular demand in long term transportation plans but also consider issues such as energy 
conservation, congestion, land use, development, as well as the social and economic effects of 
transportation decisions. ISTEA also looked at ways to promote alternative modes of 
transportation in a region.  An important aspect of ISTEA was the need for cooperation with 
community groups and transportation planners in forming and developing long range 
transportation plans by engaging citizen participation throughout the process.  Long range plans 
were required to make effective use of existing facilities, prevent and reduce congestion, address 
the transportation system and land use, encourage intermodal transportation, and improve social, 
economic, and environmental conditions within the study area. 

In 1997 the Transportation Equity Act for the 21st Century (TEA-21) was authorized as ISTEA 
legislation expired.  TEA-21 reduced the factors that transportation plans were required to 
address from sixteen to seven.  Long range plans must follow these guidelines: 
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1. Support the economic vitality of the metropolitan area, especially by enabling global 
competitiveness, productivity, and efficiency. 

2. Increase the safety and security of the transportation system for motorized and non-
motorized users. 

3. Increase the accessibility and mobility options available to people and for freight. 
4. Protect and enhance the environment, promote energy conservation, and improve the 

quality of life. 
5. Enhance the integration and connectivity of the transportation system, across and 

between modes, for people and freight. 
6. Promote efficient system management and operation. 
7. Emphasize the preservation of the existing transportation system. 

 
In August of 2005 the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, and Efficient Transportation Equity Act – A 
Legacy for Users (SAFETEA-LU) was passed.   The following eight planning factors are used to 
guide development of the ANATS long range plan. These factors are a continuation from the 
above mentioned transportation legislation, the Transportation Equity Act for the 21st Century 
(TEA-21). TEA-21 included seven planning factors. Under SAFETEA-LU, the factors were 
expanded to eight through the separation of safety and security components (factors 2 and 3) and 
the revision of the scope of environmental concerns (factor 5). The factors are as follows: 
 

1. Support the economic vitality of the metropolitan area, especially by enabling 
global competitiveness, productivity and efficiency. 

2. Increase the safety of the transportation system for motorized and non-motorized 
users. 

3. Increase the security of the transportation system for motorized and nonmotorized 
users. 

4.   Increase the accessibility and mobility of people and for freight. 
5.   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. 

6.   Enhance the integration and connectivity of the transportation system, across 
and between modes, for people and freight. 

7.   Promote efficient system management and operation. 
8.   Emphasize the preservation of the existing transportation system. 

In December of 2015 the Fixing America’s Surface Transportation Act (FAST) continued the 
programs established in the Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century Act (MAP-21) 
MAP-21 was the first long-term highway legislation since 2005. The FAST act continues a 
performance-based program to address the challenges facing the U.S. transportation system. The 
legislation aims to improve safety, maintain infrastructure condition, reduce traffic congestion, 
improve freight movement, protect the environment, and reduce delays in project delivery. 

The cornerstone of MAP-21 and FAST is the transition to a performance and outcome-based 
program. Now the new IIJA bill continues to call for national performance goals for Federal 
highway programs: 
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• Safety—To achieve a significant reduction in traffic fatalities and serious injuries on all 
public roads. 

• Infrastructure condition—To maintain the highway infrastructure asset system in a 
state of good repair. 

• Congestion reduction—To achieve a significant reduction in congestion on the NHS. 
• System reliability—To improve the efficiency of the surface transportation system. 
• Freight movement and economic vitality—To improve the national freight network, 

strengthen the ability of rural communities to access national and international trade 
markets, and support regional economic development. 

• Environmental sustainability—To enhance the performance of the transportation 
system while protecting and enhancing the natural environment. 

• Reduced project delivery delays—To reduce project costs, promote jobs and the 
economy, and expedite the movement of people and goods by accelerating project 
completion through eliminating delays in the project development and delivery process, 
including reducing regulatory burdens and improving agencies’ work practices. 

Goals and Objectives 

This plan exists as a vital tool to encourage a smarter, performance based, sustainable future 
while managing a transportation system that supports continued economic development 
throughout the region. The following goals and guided the development of the ANATS Long 
Range Plan: 
 

1. Provide a safe transportation system for all users – identify intersection projects where 
safety issues prevent efficiency in the transportation network.  In addition, identify and 
fund new facilities for pedestrian and bicyclists. 

2. Minimize environmental impacts of the transportation system – utilize planning tools to 
maintain air quality within the ANATS Study Area and Anderson County as a whole. 

3. Seek  transportation alternatives to decrease current demand on the existing 
transportation system – provide an efficient transit system and identify pedestrian 
connectivity projects to improve viable options for bicycle and pedestrian traffic.   

4. Develop a sustainable and efficient transportation system – identify challenges within the 
region to ensure specific transportation needs are being met throughout the ANATS 
Study Area.  

5. Provide performance based results to ensure project efficiency- use provided guidelines 
to ensure all projects are ranked and constructed in an efficient manner. 
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SECTION 1 

 Existing Conditions 

 
A long range transportation plan first must be created by taking review of existing conditions in 
and around the study area.  An analysis of socio-economic factors including population, dwelling 
units, total and retail employment, as well as school enrollment are assessed for the base year and 
are assigned to Traffic Analysis Zones (TAZs).  Each TAZ is used in the assignment of trip 
generation based upon socio-economic data.  Any development in the area either generates a trip 
to a TAZ or creates a trip outward to another TAZ.  The TAZs in the ANATS model are created 
by the South Carolina Department of Transportation (SCDOT) based on Census block group 
data.   These variables are calibrated into the trip generation model that will determine highway 
level of service. 
 
 
Regional Growth Trends 
 
Over the past several decades, Americans have significantly transformed the ways in which they 
live, work and play. These changes have had a major effect on our personal lives, as well as the 
physical environment around us. Changes in transportation options, household composition and 
size, employment options and technology are a few of the changes that have had a major 
influence on the way the Upstate region of South Carolina has grown and developed. Some of 
the effects of these transformations can be seen in the land use patterns that have developed in 
the region. 
 
The next twenty years seem destined to continue these trends, as well as newly emerging 
changes that will alter our preferences about where to live, work and play. This section of the 
ANATS Long Range Transportation Plan will discuss the changes that have occurred and their 
effects on the transportation system in the region. Using the 2015 demographic estimates from 
the Census Bureau and South Carolina State Data Center, this section will examine the existing 
conditions in the ANATS Study Area and Anderson County as a whole. 
 
 
Population 
 
Table 1.1 illustrates the population percentages in Anderson County, the state of South Carolina, 
and the United States for the year 2015.  It estimates Anderson County’s population is estimated 
to be 191,215 with a median age of 40.5 years.  This is just under two years older than the state 
of South Carolina and just under three years older than the average United States citizen.  
Anderson County has 3% less 20-34 year olds than the U.S. average and 2.6 % less than the 
South Carolina average.  On the flip side of the equation, Anderson county has almost 3% more 
60 plus year olds than the U.S. average and 1.3% more than the South Carolina average. 
 
The Table below also breaks down population by age group for Anderson County, the state of 
South Carolina and the entire United States.  As the table shows, Anderson County is on par with 



  2045 Long Range Plan 
 

7 
 

the state and the rest of the Country with roughly 80% of our population being potential drivers 
(15 years and over).  As was previously highlighted, Anderson County does show some 
inconsistencies with the state and country when the aging population is examined.   
  

Subject United States Anderson County South Carolina 

      Estimate Percent Estimate Percent Estimate Percent 
SEX AND AGE             
    Total population 316,515,021 316,515,021 191,215 191,215 4,777,576 4,777,576 
      Male 155,734,280 49.2% 92,287 48.3% 2,322,409 48.6% 
      Female 160,780,741 50.8% 98,928 51.7% 2,455,167 51.4% 
              
      Under 5 years 19,912,018 6.3% 11,560 6.0% 292,581 6.1% 
      5 to 9 years 20,501,982 6.5% 12,803 6.7% 307,266 6.4% 
      10 to 14 years 20,679,786 6.5% 12,657 6.6% 301,115 6.3% 
      15 to 19 years 21,354,481 6.7% 12,416 6.5% 316,263 6.6% 
      20 to 24 years 22,604,232 7.1% 11,683 6.1% 350,344 7.3% 
      25 to 34 years 42,881,649 13.5% 21,913 11.5% 614,689 12.9% 
      35 to 44 years 40,651,910 12.8% 24,063 12.6% 594,946 12.5% 
      45 to 54 years 43,895,858 13.9% 27,362 14.3% 651,427 13.6% 
      55 to 59 years 21,001,947 6.6% 13,266 6.9% 320,008 6.7% 
      60 to 64 years 18,415,681 5.8% 11,828 6.2% 302,158 6.3% 
      65 to 74 years 25,135,167 7.9% 18,487 9.7% 440,550 9.2% 
      75 to 84 years 13,541,558 4.3% 9,575 5.0% 208,909 4.4% 
      85 years and over 5,938,752 1.9% 3,602 1.9% 77,320 1.6% 
              
      Median age (years) 37.6 (X) 40.5 (X) 38.6 (X) 
              
      18 years and over 242,831,196 76.7% 146,431 76.6% 3,695,743 77.4% 
      21 years and over 229,290,987 72.4% 139,120 72.8% 3,483,576 72.9% 
      62 years and over 55,282,983 17.5% 39,062 20.4% 906,287 19.0% 
      65 years and over 44,615,477 14.1% 31,664 16.6% 726,779 15.2% 
              
      18 years and over 242,831,196 242,831,196 146,431 146,431 3,695,743 3,695,743 
        Male 118,079,504 48.6% 69,502 47.5% 1,771,891 47.9% 
        Female 124,751,692 51.4% 76,929 52.5% 1,923,852 52.1% 
              
      65 years and over 44,615,477 44,615,477 31,664 31,664 726,779 726,779 
        Male 19,539,678 43.8% 13,815 43.6% 320,056 44.0% 
        Female 25,075,799 56.2% 17,849 56.4% 406,723 56.0% 

Table 1.1- Source: US Census Bureau  
 
Table 1.2 gives an overview of housing units in Anderson County as compared to South Carolina 
and the United States as a whole.  As the table shows from the 2015 Census estimates, Anderson 
County is on par with the rest of the U.S. and the state of South Carolina when comparing 
household occupancy.  Anderson County has an estimated 85,296 total housing units with almost 
87% occupied.  Anderson County’s vacancy rates are very close to the national and state 
averages. 
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Subject United States Anderson County South Carolina 

      Estimate Percent Estimate Percent Estimate Percent 
HOUSING OCCUPANCY             
    Total housing units 133,351,840 133,351,840 85,296 85,296 2,174,319 2,174,319 
      Occupied housing units 116,926,305 87.7% 74,023 86.8% 1,815,094 83.5% 
      Vacant housing units 16,425,535 12.3% 11,273 13.2% 359,225 16.5% 
              
      Homeowner vacancy rate 1.9 (X) 2.1 (X) 2.3 (X) 
      Rental vacancy rate 6.4 (X) 8.4 (X) 10.8 (X) 

Table 1.2- Source:  US Census Bureau 
 
Table 1.3 depicts vehicles available per occupied housing unit.  This 2015 estimate illustrates Anderson 
County’s availability of vehicles is higher than both U.S and State averages. This speaks not only to the 
continued need for viable transportation options, but to the character of density of housing.  It is important 
to note Anderson County has more than 4% more 3 plus car households than the national average and 
over three and a half percent more than the state average. 
 

Subject United States Anderson County South Carolina 

      Estimate Percent Estimate Percent Estimate Percent 
VEHICLES AVAILABLE             
    Occupied housing units 116,926,305 116,926,305 74,023 74,023 1,815,094 1,815,094 
      No vehicles available 10,628,474 9.1% 4,595 6.2% 126,245 7.0% 
      1 vehicle available 39,439,943 33.7% 24,046 32.5% 613,791 33.8% 
      2 vehicles available 43,736,980 37.4% 27,556 37.2% 698,221 38.5% 
      3 or more vehicles available 23,120,908 19.8% 17,826 24.1% 376,837 20.8% 

Table 1.3- Source:  US Census Bureau 
 
Table 1.4 illustrates owner occupied home values for Anderson County as they compare to national and 
state averages.  These 2015 estimates clearly show Anderson County has lower home values than both the 
national and state averages with over a $50,000 gap in the national average and over a $10,000 gap in the 
state average.  .   
 

Subject United States Anderson County South Carolina 

      Estimate Percent Estimate Percent Estimate Percent 
VALUE             
    Owner-occupied units 74,712,091 74,712,091 53,216 53,216 1,244,998 1,244,998 
      Less than $50,000 6,768,763 9.1% 7,755 14.6% 176,310 14.2% 
      $50,000 to $99,999 11,461,502 15.3% 12,366 23.2% 249,794 20.1% 
      $100,000 to $149,999 11,804,066 15.8% 11,285 21.2% 243,422 19.6% 
      $150,000 to $199,999 11,244,363 15.1% 8,757 16.5% 198,547 15.9% 
      $200,000 to $299,999 13,637,664 18.3% 7,209 13.5% 189,459 15.2% 
      $300,000 to $499,999 11,822,996 15.8% 4,488 8.4% 120,494 9.7% 
      $500,000 to $999,999 6,302,238 8.4% 1,223 2.3% 52,301 4.2% 
      $1,000,000 or more 1,670,499 2.2% 133 0.2% 14,671 1.2% 
      Median (dollars) 178,600 (X) 128,100 (X) 139,900 (X) 

Table 1.4- Source:  US Census Bureau 
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School Enrollment 
 
School Enrollment data was collected from the five school districts in Anderson County.  
Schools that were operating during the base year were assigned to TAZs based on school 
address.  Field surveys were also used in validating the correct location of the schools throughout 
the county.  This information then was added into a GIS database in order to assign school 
enrollment totals by TAZ. 
 
These projections show school enrollment information form the five school districts in Anderson 
County.  The table shows indicated that 23,495 students were enrolled during the 2015 school 
year.  The study area based upon schools in ANATS represented almost one-half of the 
enrollment in Anderson County.   
 
Additional enrollment data from area colleges within ANATS is also included.   Information 
from Anderson University, Tri-County Tech and Forest Junior College add up to a total 
enrollment of 9,956.   Tri-County Tech with an enrollment of over 5000 is located along US 76 
in Anderson County; however it is outside of the ANATS study area. 
 
 

Subject United States Anderson County South Carolina 
      Estimate Percent Estimate Percent Estimate Percent 
SCHOOL ENROLLMENT             
    Population 3 years and over   
enrolled in school 

82,528,567 82,528,567 46,034 46,034 1,202,214 1,202,214 

      Nursery school, preschool 4,988,186 6.0% 2,583 5.6% 64,029 5.3% 
      Kindergarten 4,201,597 5.1% 3,112 6.8% 73,993 6.2% 
      Elementary school (grades 
1-8) 

32,845,163 39.8% 20,170 43.8% 483,381 40.2% 

      High school (grades 9-12) 17,016,693 20.6% 10,213 22.2% 247,941 20.6% 
      College or graduate school 23,476,928 28.4% 9,956 21.6% 332,870 27.7% 

Table 1.5: Education Enrollment 
 
Employment Base 
 
Employment data used for this analyzes is a combination of data gathered from the South 
Carolina Employment Security Commission and purchased Infogroup Business Data.  Analysis 
was done on the employment data for Anderson County and the ANATS study area.  Total data 
was then assigned into Traffic Analysis Zones by business address using an ArcMap GIS.  See 
the map below for more information. 
 
Map 1.1 shows the location of all business in ANATS along with depicting the locations of all 
business with over 200 and 500 employees respectively.  
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Map 1.1 – Employment Distribution- Source: Infogroup Employment Data 
 
 
The largest employers were found primarily off major corridors such as Clemson Boulevard and 
Greenville Street.  TAZs along these highways experienced tremendous growth from 2000-2005 
and held a significant amount of total employment found within the study area.  Though 
development slowed from 2008-2014, these major highways still hold the majority of total 
employment within the ANATS Study Area.  AnMed Health which is located off Greenville 
Street in Anderson employ 4,000+ employees making it the largest employer in ANATS.  
Masters Boulevard, located south of Anderson, is home to the only other employer with over 
1,000 employees, Electrolux.   
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Top Employers of Anderson County 
Company Industry Employees 

Anderson Co. Public Schools Public Education 5085 
AnMed Health Health Services 4000 
State of South Carolina State Government 1418 
Anderson Co. Government Government 925 
Walmart Supercenters Retail 725 
City of Anderson Government 450 

Table 1.6-Source: Anderson County Economic Development Department 
 
 
Table 1.7 depicts the methods of travel used by Anderson County employees when commuting to and 
from work.  It is important to note Anderson County is well above the national and state averages when it 
comes to single driver commuter trips.  It is also important to note public transportation commuting is 
half of the state average and a fraction of the national average. 
 

Table 1.7 -Source: US Census Bureau 
 
Traffic Counts 
 
SCDOT conducted ground counts at stations throughout the ANATS study area in 2005 (see 
Appendix A).  This produced the average daily traffic for a majority of the roadways in the 
highway network.  These served as a benchmark from which the ANATS transportation model 
was calibrated. 

Traffic count information for 2010 appears on the map below.  Colored line segments represent 
the segment of road studied to obtain the traffic count information for the calibration of the 
transportation model.  The vast majority of locations studied within the ANATS Study Area 
carry less than 18,000 vehicles per day.  These traffic volumes along with functional class are 
two of the major components in determining level of service on the road network.   

 

 

Subject United States Anderson County South Carolina 

    Estimate Percent Estimate Percent Estimate Percent 
COMMUTING TO WORK             
    Workers 16 years and over 143,621,171 143,621,171 79,548 79,548 2,062,681 2,062,681 
      Car, truck, or van -- drove alone 109,733,354 76.4% 68,829 86.5% 1,706,872 82.8% 
      Car, truck, or van -- carpooled 13,575,283 9.5% 6,427 8.1% 190,922 9.3% 
      Public transportation 7,362,038 5.1% 240 0.3% 12,661 0.6% 
      Walked 3,998,629 2.8% 957 1.2% 45,996 2.2% 
      Other means 2,599,130 1.8% 1,222 1.5% 33,094 1.6% 
      Worked at home 6,352,737 4.4% 1,873 2.4% 73,136 3.5% 
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    Map 1.2 – Traffic count locations and ranges-Source- SCDOT 

 

Highway Functional Class  
 
The highway functional classification system is the highway backbone of all urban transportation 
models.  The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) defines the role that each street, road, 
and highway will play in moving traffic from trip origins to a destination point.  Two important 
factors in determining functional classification are access and mobility.  Access is best served 
when streets with driveways and parking spaces allow the traveler convenience in the commute 
from the origin to the destination.  Mobility is best on controlled access highways such as 
interstates where there is minimum interference with the main traffic flow from side traffic.   
Functional class capacities range from interstates with the greatest capacity to local roads which 
provide access to roadside activities, homes, stores, and businesses.   
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The ANATS long range transportation plan used FHWA functional class guidelines as well as 
SCDOT functional class (Level of Service C) capacity data (Table 5.4) to assign functional class 
assignments to the base year model.  The base year functional class system of the ANATS 
network (Map 5.10) consists of principal arterial (interstate and other), minor arterial, and 
collector roads.   
 

Level of Service (LOS) "C" ADT Capacity 

Functional Class 
Lanes 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 
Freeway - N/A 29300 44000 58600 73250 87800 102550 117200 
Expressway - N/A 21000 24100 42000 48250 63000 72400 84000 
Principal Arterial Divided 8400 16800 19300 33600 38600 50400 57900 67200 
  Undivided 7300 14600 16800 29200 33600 43800 50400 58400 
Minor Arterial Divided 6200 12400 14300 24800 28600 37200 42900 49600 
  Undivided 5400 10800 12400 21600 24800 32400 37200 43200 
Collectors Divided 4900 9800 11300 19600 22600 29400 33900 39200 
  Undivided 4300 8600 9800 17200 19600 25800 29400 34400 

Table 1.9- Source: South Carolina Department of Transportation 
 
The majority of the ANATS network is comprised of collector roads, primarily two to four lanes, 
which are found in residential areas and neighborhoods just off Clemson Boulevard and SC 28 
Bypass.  One of the longest collectors is US 76/178 running from Anderson to Belton.  This area 
is four lanes and primarily rural with some business and residential areas located on it.    
 
Minor arterials connect to roads with greater capacity and carry traffic between popular 
destinations while still allowing a great deal of accessibility.  Several minor arterials are found 
inside the city limits of Anderson including Concord Road, Greenville Street, Pearman Dairy 
Road, and Whitehall Road.  These are divided highways which are at least four lanes.  The 
average daily capacity is 21,600 where the roadway is undivided and 24,800 in divided sections.   
 
The principal arterial highways in ANATS consist of the state and federal highways.  These 
include US 76/178 (Clemson Boulevard), US 29 SC 28 Bypass, and SC 81.  These roads allow 
mobility while still allowing some access to bordering activities.  Primary arterials found in 
ANATS are four are more lanes and have an undivided highway capacity of 29,300 and a 
divided capacity of 33,600.  The small section of Interstate 85 within ANATS between Exits 19 
and 21 is also classified as a primary arterial interstate.  This section of the interstate has recently 
been widened to six lanes and has an average daily capacity of 50,400.   
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      Map 1.3 – ANATS Network: Functional Class  Source: SCDOT 

 
Bike and Pedestrian  
 
The ability for bicyclists and pedestrians to safely use public streets and pathways is an 
important part of Anderson’s quality of life. Synergistically, both walking and the riding of 
bicycles result in lessened automobile traffic on our streets, which in turn reduces street 
deterioration, thereby reducing costs for street repair and reducing air pollution all while 
providing the benefits of healthy exercise.  
 
 
 
 
 Bicycle and Pedestrian Goals  
 
Bicycle and Pedestrian goals for ANATS include:  
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1. Promotion of the Anderson Area Bicycle/Pedestrian Plan. 
2. Seek consensus among staff, committee members, affected citizens and local 

neighborhoods, or other interested groups, on bicycle/pedestrian projects and 
implementation. 

3. Establish an annual list of recommended bicycle/pedestrian priorities. 
 

Keep the public informed about existing and proposed bicycle/pedestrian projects and encourage 
citizen participation in identifying problem areas, reviewing existing facilities, and planning and 
implementing new projects and facilities. 
  
Increasing the use of bicycles and walking, both for exercise and transportation, are important 
community goals. Unfortunately, the street network within the Anderson Urban Area has been 
inconsistently planned for the integration of these alternative methods of 
transportation.  Creating the opportunity for bicycles and pedestrians to safely use our streets or 
alternatively constructing separate pathways is an important goal of the ANATS Policy 
Committee as well as Anderson County and the City of Anderson.  In fact, both County and City 
Councils have adopted “Complete the Streets” resolutions to show support for both bike and 
greenways.   
  
Greenway Program 
 
In the past ANATS chose to fund a Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan for the Anderson Urban 
Area.  This plan identified the location and type of desired facilities for bicycles and pedestrians. 
The plan is currently being revamped and expanded to include more connectivity.  The map 
below is the first phase of the plan encompassing the area around the City of Anderson.   
 
In 2015 the map below was expanded upon, identifying additional pedestrian corridors for 
greenway paths.  In addition more attention was given to on street bike routes.  Please see 
Appendix 2 for a copy of this plan.  
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Map 1.4: Source- City of Anderson  

Electric City Transit 
 
Description of  Current Service Routes 
The Electric City Transit (ECT) serves the greater Anderson area with efficient and affordable 
transit service. Operating hours for ECT are Monday thru Friday from 6:30 a.m. to 6:30 p.m. 
Service is not provided on New Year’s Day, Martin Luther King, Jr. Day, Memorial Day, July 
4th, Labor Day, Veteran’s Day, Thanksgiving Day, Day After Thanksgiving, Christmas Eve, and 
Christmas Day. ECT has seen a ridership decrease over the last three years due to the Covid-19 
pandemic. ECT currently serves approximately 70,000 passengers, with buses traveling a total of 
134,000 miles per year. There are currently three routes that cover our service area, which are 
described below. Buses pass each stop once every hour. 
 

Electric City Transit Ridership 
2016-2017         339,581 
2017-2018       339,946 
2018-2019     341,910 
2019-2020     295,336 
2020-2021         171,582 

     Table 1.10 –Source: City of Anderson 
  
Blue Route: The Blue Route serves eastern Anderson with stops at the Anderson Courthouse, 
Medicus and AnMed Campus, Windsor Place Shopping Center, Anderson College, Anderson 
Housing Authority, East Point Shopping Center, Anderson Fairgrounds, Anderson Independent, 
Belton Woods Apartments, Forrest College, Anderson DMV, Fairview Garden Apartments, 
McCants Middle School, Veterans Outpatient Center, and Health South Rehabilitation Center. 
  
Red Route: The Red Route serves northern and southern Anderson with stops at Anderson City 
Hall, Anderson County Courthouse, Anderson Mall, Mount Vernon Apartments, Anderson 
Crossing Apartments, Walmart (Liberty Highway), Belvedere Plaza, K-Mart/Publix, Anderson 
Station Shopping Center, Hampton Apartments, U.S. Post Office, Social Security Office, and 
Electric City Utilities. 
  
Green Route: The Green Route serves western Anderson with stops at Anderson City Hall, 
Anderson Farmers Market, BiLo (South Main), Hanover Ridge Apartments, Southwood Middle 
School, City of Anderson Public Works, Walmart (Highway 28 Bypass), Lakeside Shopping 
Center, Anderson County Health Department, Anderson Civic Center, Anderson County 
Courthouse, Friendship Court, and Lakeside Middle School. 
 
Gold Route: The Gold Route serves southern Anderson with stops at the Old McCants Middle 
School, Eddie’s Mini Mart, Colony Park, Watson Park, Anderson Interfaith Ministries, East and 
West Shockley Ferry Road, George Albert Lake Road, Hwy28, Hwy 81, Quality Foods, City 
Hall and the Municipal Business Center.   
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On Demand Service: The Electric City Transit also provides service on demand. If you are 
unable to access a bus stop, you can request a bus by calling the Electric City Transit at least one 
hour before you wish to travel. 
  
Fee Schedule 
 
The fee schedule for Electric City Transit is in the accompanying table. Special passes are 
available for senior citizens. These passes include 14 rides for $6.00. A 15 ride adult pass is 
available for $13.00. Special passes as well as bulk ticket purchases are available through the 
Electric City Transit office. 

 
Fee Schedule 
Adult $1.00 

Student Adult $0.75 
Senior Citizen $0.50 

Disabled  $0.50 
Medicare Card Holder $0.50 

Children free 
         Table 1.11: Source: City of Anderson 

Electric City Transit's Title VI Policy 

Electric City Transit (ECT) is committed to ensuring that no person is excluded from 
participation in or denied the benefits of its services on the basis of race, color, or national origin, 
as provided by Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, as amended. 

Toward this end, it is the objective of ECT to: 

• Ensure that the level and quality of transportation service is provided without regard to 
race, color, or national origin; 

• Identify and address, as appropriate, disproportionately high and adverse human health 
and environmental effects, including social and economic effects of programs and 
activities on minority populations and low income populations; 

• Promote the full and fair participation of all affected populations in transportation 
decision making; 

• Prevent the denial, reduction, or delay in benefits related to programs and activities that 
benefit minority populations or low-income populations; 

• Ensure meaningful access to programs and activities by persons with limited English 
proficiency. 

The Transit Director, management and all supervisors and employees share the responsibility for 
carrying out ECT's commitment to Title VI. The Title VI coordinator is responsible for the day-
to-day operation of the program and receives and investigates Title VI complaints that come 
through the complaint procedures process.  The full Title VI plan is in Appendix A. 
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      Map 1.5: ECT Routes Source: City of Anderson 
 
Freight 
 
ANATS participated in a regional freight study conducted by CDM Smith consultants.  What 
follows are the results of the study.   

The Appalachian Council of Governments’ (ACOG) Regional 
Freight Mobility Plan (Freight Plan) focuses on providing 
multimodal freight transportation strategies for the Appalachian 
Region of South Carolina including the Anderson Area 
Transportation Study (ANATS) Metropolitan Planning 
Organization (MPO) which covers part of Anderson County. 
Millions of tons and billions of dollars in freight traverse ACOG’s 
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mulitmodal freight transportation network every year. The purpose 
of the Freight Plan is to serve as a strategic planning tool for the 
ACOG region. The need for a comprehensive strategy to address 
goods movement in the region results from significant growth in 
both population and industry that has put pressure on existing 
infrastructure. 

Figure I-1: The ACOG Regional Freight Mobility Plan Study Area 
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This document serves as a regionally specific subset of the data and recommendations of the 
Freight Plan for the ANATS MPO study area. This information is intended to complement the 
MPO level Metropolitan Transportation Plan, corridor studies, local land use planning efforts, 
and support other regional efforts oriented around economic development and the safe, efficient 
movement of freight in the region. There is no additional detail or supplemental studies included 
in this profile. All information in this document is consistent with the ACOG Regional Freight 
Mobility Plan. 

Overview of Agency Coordination and Public Engagement 

The original intent of the agency coordination and public engagement program for The Plan was 
to focus on the needs of stakeholders and regional alignment in goal setting and plan 
implementation strategies that benefit the region in its entirety. To understand the freight 
concerns of local governments and freight needs of private sector freight users and operators in 
the region, several methods were used to solicit stakeholder input including Steering and Freight 
Advisory Committee meetings, stakeholder interviews, the COG website, and social media. 
Representatives from ANATS participated on the Steering Committee. A complete overview of 
the agency coordination and public engagement process is included in the Final Plan, Appendix 
A Stakeholder and Public Engagement Summary. 

Figure I-2: Stakeholder and Public Engagement Approach 
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Regional Freight Goals and Performance Measures 
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to the regional transportation network and other initiatives of this planning effort to the public. 
Additional detail on the goals and performance measures are included in the Final Plan, 
Chapter 3. 

Development of Goals and Objectives 

The Freight Plan goals were established after reviewing the Fixing 
America’s Surface Transportation (FAST) Act federal freight policy 
goals, South Carolina Statewide Freight Plan Update goals, the 
ACOG Rural Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP) goals, and 
MPO partner plans. A list of each of the plans reviewed is below. 

• FAST Act federal freight policy1 

• South Carolina Statewide Freight Plan Update (2020) (draft)2 

• ACOG 2016 – 2040 LRTP3 

• SPATS 2040 LRTP4 

• ANATS 2040 LRTP5 

• GPATS Horizon 2040 LRTP6 

 

 

Table I-1: Alignment of Plan Goals Across FAST Act and SCDOT 

 

South Carolina 
Freight Plan 

Update (2020) 
Goals 

FAST Act 
Federal Freight 

Goals 

ACOG 2040 
Rural LRTP 

Goals 

 
SPATS LRTP 
2040 Goals 

 
ANATS 2040 
LRTP Goals 

GPATS 
Horizon2040 
LRTP Goals 

Mobility and 
System 

Reliability 

 
Yes 

 
No 

 
Yes 

 
Yes 

 
Yes 

Safety Yes No No Yes Yes 
Infrastructure 

Condition Yes Yes No No Yes 

Economic and 
Community 

Vitality 

 
Yes 

 
No 

 
No 

 
No 

 
Yes 

Environmental Yes No No Yes Yes 
Equity (new) No No No No No 
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1 www.fhwa.dot.gov/fastact/factsheets/nhfpfs.cfm 

2 www.scdot.org/inside/pdf/Combined-Notebook-for-July-16-2020.pdf [page 203 of PDF] 

3 www.scacog.org/files/files/ACOG%202016-2040%20LRTP%20with%20PPM.pdf 

4 https://spatsmpo.com/219/2015-Long-Range-Transportation-Plan 

5  www.cityofandersonsc.com/wp-content/uploads/2017/09/ANATS-2040-Long-Range-Plan_9_17_FINAL.pdf 

6 www.gpats.org/documents/Horizon2040_Full%20Document_2020.pdf 

http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/fastact/factsheets/nhfpfs.cfm
http://www.scdot.org/inside/pdf/Combined-Notebook-for-July-16-2020.pdf
http://www.scacog.org/files/files/ACOG%202016-2040%20LRTP%20with%20PPM.pdf
https://spatsmpo.com/219/2015-Long-Range-Transportation-Plan
http://www.cityofandersonsc.com/wp-content/uploads/2017/09/ANATS-2040-Long-Range-Plan_9_17_FINAL.pdf
http://www.gpats.org/documents/Horizon2040_Full%20Document_2020.pdf
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To align with the federal and state freight goals, it is recommended to adopt the South Carolina 
Statewide Freight Plan Update goals to reinforce local and federal goals while also introducing a 
new equity goal. 

The six Freight Plan goal areas, around which the recommendations are framed, include: Mobility and System 
Reliability, Safety, Infrastructure Condition, Economic and Community Vitality, Environmental, and Equity. 

Similar to the Freight Plan goal development, objectives included in the federal, state, and 
regional plans were also compared. The objectives were developed to articulate the Freight Plan 
goals, help define freight transportation system needs, and identify the desired future 
performance of the freight network. 

Development of Performance Measures 

As part of the federal planning requirements, state departments of transportation and MPOs are 
required to set performance targets consistent with the established national performance 
measures for freight, integrate those targets within their planning processes, and report to the 
United States Department of Transportation on their progress. 

Beyond federal requirements, freight performance measures will provide the ACOG and MPO 
partners with the ability to monitor how well the transportation system is accommodating safe 
and effective freight movements. These measures will help identify trends or challenges before 
they become problems and the project partners can be better prepared and responsive to private 
sector needs. 

In addition to the comparison of regional, state, and federal plans, the development of the performance measures 
included a peer review of three similar regional freight plans (Final Plan, Appendix B Freight Planning Best 
Practices and Emerging Technologies). 

The recommended performance measures listed below include the federally required freight 
performance measures included in South Carolina Statewide Freight Plan Update for 
mobility/reliability, safety, infrastructure condition, economic/community vitality, 
environmental, and equity goals for inclusion in the long range transportation plan for the 
ANATS region. Adopting these performance measures will streamline data collection and 
analysis by aligning with SCDOT performance measurement efforts. In addition, region-specific 
measures, such as truck parking and at-grade crossing incidents, are also proposed. 
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Table I-2: ACOG Freight Goals, Objectives, and Performance Measures 

 

Goal 1:  Mobility and System Reliability 

Objectives 
Reduce congestion on the freight transportation system 
Improve average speed on congested corridors 

Performance 
Measures 

Truck travel time reliability index Data: SCDOT 
Proportion of the ACOG’s regional interstate mileage that operates at less than 
a Level of Service (LOS) E for urban areas and LOS C for rural areas Data: SCDOT 

Goal 2: Safety and Security 

 
Objectives 

Reduce the number of high crash locations that involve trucks and at-grade rail crossings 
Improve the incident response rate to crashes on the freight system and hazardous materials 
incidents 
Implement enhanced intelligent transportation system improvements 

Goal 2: Safety and Security (continued) 
 
 
Performance 
Measures 

Number of large trucks reported in crashes (fatal, nonfatal, injury reported, 
hazardous materials) 5-year trends Data: SCDOT 

Number of public/private truck parking spaces available Data: SCDOT 
 
Number of at-grade crossing crashes 

Data: Federal 
Railroad 
Administration 

Goal 3: Infrastructure Condition 
Objective Maintain regional freight network roadways and bridges in a state of good repair 

 
Performance 
Measures 

Percent of miles of interstate and National Highway System rated at “good” or 
higher condition Data: SCDOT 

Percent of miles of non-interstate on regional freight network rated at “good” 
or higher condition Data: SCDOT 

Percent of deficient bridge deck area Data: SCDOT 
Goal 4: Economic and Community Vitality 

 
 
Objectives 

Improve access and interconnectivity of the freight transportation system to major intermodal 
facilities 
Maintain or improve truck travel speed and time reliability 
Improve the freight transportation system to accommodate supply chain immunity 
Participate in statewide and regional freight coordination efforts 

Performance 
Measures 

Truck travel time reliability index Data: SCDOT 
Annual hours of truck delay on freight corridors Data: SCDOT 

Goal 5: Environmental 
Objective Encourage land use planning that supports and promotes the efficient movement of freight 
Performance 
Measure Annual hours of truck delay on freight corridors Data: SCDOT 

Goal 6: Equity 
 
Objectives 

Improve or maintain broad based public participation into all planning and project development 
processes 
Incorporate freight mobility needs of all modes into prioritization processes 

Performance 
Measure 

Number of freight-beneficial projects programmed into MPO’s Transportation Improvement 
Program 
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Regional Strategic Freight Network 
A key first step in evaluating freight operations is to define the regional freight network. This 
provides a baseline surface transportation infrastructure network to identify needs and monitor 
performance over time. This network is a subset of the regional publicly maintained roadways 
upon which freight is currently or anticipated to be carried by truck or train. A subset allows 
planners to provide a more focused analysis of the more heavily used roadways without wasted 
effort on corridors not serving freight movements. The regional freight network should 
incorporate existing state and national designations as well as important local freight corridors 
and first/last mile connections. 

The ANATS MPO freight highway and rail network includes major trade corridors such as I-85, 
as well as SCDOT freight network corridors (e.g., U.S. 29) and local/regional routes that 
provide last-mile connections to the inland port and other freight generators. Norfolk Southern 
is a Class 1 railroad that serves the ANATS MPO study area. In addition, a couple of shortline 
railroads (Greenville and Western Railway and Pickens Railroad, Honea Path Division) serve 
this area. All freight railroads are included in the regional freight network given their importance 
in moving cargo within the region and throughout the state. Figure II-1 shows the final ANATS 
MPO Freight Network and Figure II-2 shows the final ANATS MPO Freight Network with 
roads only. 

 

Existing Conditions 
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Figure II-1: ANATS Study Area Strategic Freight Network 
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Figure II-2: ANATS Strategic Freight Network (Roads Only) 
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Existing Conditions Within the ANATS Study Area 

The existing conditions analysis provided a compilation of data on the transportation 
infrastructure system for the ANATS MPO study area. Highlights, by mode, are provided at a 
regional level with additional detail for the ANATS MPO study area. 

Trucking 
The interstates that carry the bulk of the region’s daily truck traffic and percent trucks are shown 
in Figure II-3. I-85, I-26, and I-385 constitute the most critical freight corridors throughout the 
region. 

Figure II-3: The ACOG Region Average Daily Traffic and Percent Trucks, 2015 
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Highway congestion impacts shippers’ ability to deliver cargo to destinations within time 
window commitments. Unreliable travel conditions create inefficiencies and increase costs that 
are often passed on to the customer and ultimately to consumers. Highway bottlenecks therefore 
impact not only area traffic conditions and quality of life, but also regional economic 
competitiveness. Truck bottleneck areas were identified using a combination of planning time 
index 95th percentile (calculated using free-flow speed and 95th percentile travel time) and 
frequency of congestion. Figure II-4 shows heavy truck bottlenecks on U.S. 178 and S.C. 81 on 
the strategic freight network in the ANATS region. Moderate truck bottlenecks were identified 
on U.S. 29, U.S. 178, S.C. 28, and S.C. 24. Some of the off-interstate bottlenecks may result 
from signal timing or other local delays related to ingress/egress near freight generating 
businesses. For example, S.C. 81 in Anderson County is near a large Bosch manufacturing 
facility, so the slowdown may represent trucks turning into the plant. 

Figure II-4: Truck Bottlenecks, 2018-2020 in the ANATS MPO Study Area 
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Bridges in poor condition may require increased maintenance in the future, especially if truck 
traffic increases. Bridges that are restricted to less than the standard legal weight limit and those 
with low vertical clearance can impede commerce by forcing trucks to use alternate, less 
efficient routes. Some of these routings may be circuitous, adding cost and time to shipments. 

Bridges in poor condition were identified and mapped using the 2018 SCDOT bridge database. 
There is one bridge (U.S. 76 eastbound over Broadway Creek) in the ANATS MPO study area 
on the regional freight network and rated in poor condition, as shown in Figure II-5. Such 
bridges are more likely to require costly repairs in the future to continue in service. If they must 
be posted for load, trucks may have to detour around them, adding cost and time to shipments. 

Figure II-5: ANATS MPO Study Area Bridge Conditions, 2018 
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Freight-related crashes occur less frequently than many other types of crashes but can be more 
severe because of the size and weight of the vehicles. It’s therefore important to understand 
where such crashes tend to occur as well as the infrastructure conditions that may contribute to 
them. Figure II-6 is a heat map of the ANATS MPO area showing the density of severe truck-
involved crashes from 2015 to 2019. 

Any crash that includes one or more fatalities or incapacitating injuries is considered severe. 

Commercial vehicle-involved crash hotspots in the ANATS MPO study area are found near the 
intersections of S.C. 28/U.S. 178, S.C. 28/U.S. 29 Business, and S.C. 24/S.C. 187. In a congested 
highway environment, it is almost impossible for truck drivers to maintain safe driver distances 
with passenger vehicles primarily because of the speeds and rapid lane changes of some 
automobile drivers. Stakeholders in the region have suggested that additional lighting on the 
interstate, better reflecting stripping, identified safe zones, and more speed enforcement would 
help address some of the corridor’s safety issues. 

Figure II-6: ANATS MPO Study Area Severe Truck Crash Density, 2015-2019 
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Rail 
The CSX and Norfolk Southern railroads are the major Class 1 freight railroads that serve the 
ACOG region and handle most of the regional rail freight. Norfolk Southern has an intermodal 
yard near Spartanburg and CSX has an intermodal yard near Laurens. Norfolk Southern is also 
the primary provider for Inland Port Greer. Other railroads include Carolina Piedmont Railroad, 
Greenville and Western Railway, and Pickens Railway (Figure II-7). Norfolk Southern and 
Pickens Railway are located in the ANATS MPO study area. 

Seventy-five percent of businesses in the ACOG region that use rail to move some of their 
freight can move that rail freight via a rail siding or spur directly to their facility. Some of these 
companies may not have rail freight volumes that are large enough to justify the costs of a rail-
served site or siding spur; however, they can consolidate a load in a container at the port, which 
can then be moved to Inland Port Greer and moved to its final location by truck. 

Figure II-7: Rail System by Owner in the ACOG Region 
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Freight Land Use 

The freight network provides a starting point for the ACOG and its member governments to 
encourage freight-related land use growth that is compatible with transportation plans. One of 
the major points of feedback from regional stakeholders was that companies want the assurance 
of consistent land use policies and well-planned areas for economic development with the 
transportation and utility infrastructure in place. Some companies will only evaluate sites within 
planned business parks or certified sites because these locations reduce the time to complete 
facility construction and provide detailed information on utility and transportation infrastructure, 
subsurface and geotechnical conditions, and other information important to the site evaluation 
process. 

Figure III-1: Freight Generating Land Use Corridors in the ACOG Region 

 

 

III. Future Freight Demand and Land Uses 
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Parcels and tracts of land surrounding the freight network are prime locations where freight-
related industry should be located and targeted to accommodate future freight growth. A 
comprehensive land use analysis was conducted to identify both current and future freight 
corridors in the ACOG region. 

Figure III-2: Freight Generating Land Use Corridors in the ANATS Study Area 

 

 

The freight corridor inventory provided should be used for future transportation planning and 
design efforts to align mobility needs by land use types, and vice versa. There are two existing 
corridors within the ANATS study area and two future freight corridors. For additional 
information, reference the Land Use Technical Memorandum (Final Plan, Appendix D). 
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Table III-1: Existing Freight Generating Land Uses by Corridor in the ANATS Study Area 

 

Corridor Description Freight Development Sites 
I-85 from South I-85/U.S. 76 Interchange to White 
Plains 

TTI Ryobi Distribution Center and ~2,400 acres of undeveloped 
industrial sites 

S.C. 81 from S.C. 28 Bypass to Roy Arnold Road ~730 acres of undeveloped industrial sites 

 

 

Table III-2: Future Freight Generating Land Uses by Corridor in the ANATS Study Area 

 

Corridor Description Freight Development Sites 
U.S. 76 from Pendleton to I-85/U.S. 76 Interchange 
and I-85 from I-85/U.S. 76 Interchange to south of 
S.C. 81 

Anderson Industries, Glen Raven Custom Fabrics, and ~600 acres 
of undeveloped industrial sites 

S.C. 81 from S.C. 412 to Good Hope Church Road Taylor Pallets & Recycling 
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Freight project recommendations for the Appalachian Region are transportation projects that 
would improve the efficiency and effectiveness of certain locations on the freight transportation 
network. A two- part process was used to identify the project recommendations described in this 
chapter. The first step included identifying existing freight-beneficial transportation project needs 
previously documented in the SC Freight Plan Update (2020), ACOG 2040 Rural LRTP, SPATS 
LRTP 2040, ANATS 2040 LRTP, and GPATS 

Horizon2040 LRTP. The second step included identifying potential new freight-beneficial 
projects for the remaining needs and deficiencies. To do this, a gap analysis was conducted by 
comparing the freight transportation needs and deficiencies determined in the land use analysis 
and network assessment and comparing to the existing freight-beneficial programmed projects. 

Project Recommendations 

The recommendations most relevant to the ANATS portion of the regional network have been 
identified and are provided in the following sections. The recommendations of the Freight Plan 
in their entirety can be found in the Final Plan, Chapter VI. 

Figure IV-1: Project Recommendations in the ANATS MPO Study Area 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IV. Recommendations of the Freight Plan 

https://www.scacog.org/files/files/ACOG%202016-2040%20LRTP%20with%20PPM.pdf
https://spatsmpo.com/DocumentCenter/View/333/LRTP-Full-Report---Part-1-PDF
https://spatsmpo.com/DocumentCenter/View/333/LRTP-Full-Report---Part-1-PDF
http://www.cityofandersonsc.com/wp-content/uploads/2017/09/ANATS-2040-Long-Range-Plan_9_17_FINAL.pdf
http://www.gpats.org/documents/GPATS_Horizon2040_Feb2019.pdf
http://www.gpats.org/documents/GPATS_Horizon2040_Feb2019.pdf
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Table IV-1: Project Recommendations in the ANATS MPO 

 

Project 
ID 

Project 
Category Project Name Recommendation Notes Implementation 

Partners 
 

 
1 

 

 
Corridor Study 

 
U.S. 29 (Southwest of 
Anderson) Corridor 
Study for New Weigh in 
Motion Station 

 
Identify a specific location and 
construction of a new weigh in 
motion station along U.S. 29 
southwest of Anderson. 

Field observations and feedback from 
stakeholders indicate this has become a bypass 
route around the weigh station on I-85 inside 
the SC state line. This provides an additional 
location for collecting data inside the SC state 
line and may prevent the use of U.S. 29 as a 
bypass route. 

 

ACOG, ANATS, 
Anderson County, 

SCDOT 

 
 
 

2 

 
 
 

Corridor Study 

 

Anderson Area Corridor 
Study for Mobility 
Improvements (N 
Murray Avenue, E North 
Ave, N Main Street to 
U.S. 28) 

Conduct a corridor-level access 
management study to maintain safe 
and efficient local deliveries in this 
portion of downtown Anderson. 
This supports the diversion of 
commercial vehicles in the North 
Murray, North Avenue, and North 
Main Street connection between I- 
85 and the more industrial area of 
Southwest Anderson. 

Operational Improvements for Intersections. 
The ACOG has an Intersection Improvement 
Funding Program, which would enable a 
corridor study to determine intersections that 
should be added. 

 
Access Management for Suburban Section on 
Consolidating Driveways for New/Re- 
Developed Properties. 

 
 

ACOG, ANATS, 
Anderson County, 

SCDOT, Local 
businesses/freight 

generators 

 
 
 
 
 
 

5 

 
 
 

Smart 
Corridor 
Study/ 
Transportation 
System 
Management 
and 
Operations 
(TSMO) 

 
 
 
 
 

Smart Corridor, TSMO of 
I-85 Corridor from 
Georgia state line to 
North Carolina state line 

Implement a Smart freight corridor 
along I-85 from Georgia to North 
Carolina. This corridor will continue 
to experience growing demand in 
commuter and freight-related 
travel. This study should be focused 
upon mitigation of this growth by 
incorporating alternative modes of 
transportation and intelligent 
transportation system technologies 
to better manage traffic operations, 
prolonging the ability of the new 
capacity to manage efficient 
mobility. This includes linking the 
corridor to the Incident 
Management Program in Anderson 
County. 

 
 
 
 
 

This should be leveraged across potential 
discussions regarding the I-85 Smart Corridor 
for Dedicated Short-Range Communications 
(DSRC) 

 
 
 

ACOG, GPATS, 
ANATS, SPATS, 

SCDOT, Anderson 
County, Oconee 

County, Greenville 
County, 

Spartanburg 
County, Cherokee 

County, City of 
Greenville 
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Project 
ID 

Project 
Category Project Name Recommendation Notes Implementation 

Partners 

 
 
 

6 

 
 

Smart 
Corridor 
Study/TSMO 

 
 

Dynamic Messaging 
System Installation 
along I-85 from Georgia 
state line to North 
Carolina state line 

 
This corridor analysis will explore 
the potential to integrate dynamic 
messaging and other technologies 
to inform drivers of incidents, 
hazards, and possibly access to 
available parking or bypass routes. 

 
 

This should be leveraged across other planning 
efforts, including the SCDOT Statewide Truck 
Parking Study and other similar initiatives, as 
appropriate. 

ACOG, GPATS, 
ANATS, SPATS, 

SCDOT, Anderson 
County, Oconee 

County, Greenville 
County, 

Spartanburg 
County, Cherokee 

County, City of 
Greenville 

 
7 

Smart 
Corridor 
Study/TSMO 

Blinders installed on 
Jersey Barriers of I-85 
(Gossett Road to E 
Cherokee Street) 

 
Install blinders on jersey barriers 
where crash rates are higher. 

 
Blinders at areas deemed necessary because of 
safety issues. 

ACOG, SPATS, 
SCDOT, 

Spartanburg 
County 

 
 

20 

 
 

Truck Parking 
Site 

 
Truck Parking Site 
Selection Study of I-85 
Corridor from Georgia 
State Line to Clemson 
Highway interchange 

Conduct a truck parking site 
selection study. Build upon findings 
of the I-85 truck parking study and 
input from stakeholders and seek 
site and potential private partners 
for development of an additional 
truck parking facility between 
Clemson and Georgia state line. 

 
Continue to explore public-private-partnership 
opportunities to expand truck parking 
combined with other functionalities, especially 
within the development cluster. 

 
ACOG, ANATS, 

Oconee County, 
Anderson County, 

SCDOT, Private 
Partners 

 
 

23 

 
 

Corridor Study 

 
 

S.C. 24 Corridor from I- 
85 Southeast to 
Westgate 

Incorporate context-sensitive 
design guidelines for freight along 
this corridor. Review crash and 
truck volume data to evaluate 
appropriate design improvements 
to provide safer mobility for all 
users of the corridor, including 
bicyclists and pedestrians. 

 
 

Bike route is part of SCDOT Parks, Recreation, 
and Tourism touring route. 

 
 

ACOG, ANATS, 
Anderson County, 

SCDOT 

 
31 

 
Corridor Study U.S. 29 in Anderson 

County Corridor Study 

Conduct a corridor study of U.S. 29 
to serve as an alternate route for I- 
85 to Georgia state line 

Trucks experience some vehicle hours of delay 
near Georgia state line. 

ANATS, SCDOT, 
Anderson County 
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Policy and Programmatic Recommendations 

Policies and programs differ from projects because they are not one-time infrastructure 
improvements, but rather actions that address broader, systemic issues. Policies are 
recommendations that provide guidance in the maintenance and investment of the freight 
infrastructure and movement of goods. 

Similar to freight project recommendations, the freight policy and programmatic 
recommendations provide guidance to the ACOG, MPO partners, and freight stakeholders for 
maintaining and improving the regional freight network. The recommended freight policies and 
programs were identified during the development of this regional freight plan from multiple 
sources, including local and regional transportation plan reviews, freight best practices, regional 
freight land use analysis, freight transportation needs analysis, and stakeholder involvement. The 
17 policy recommendations and one programmatic recommendation are summarized herein. 
Each policy recommendation includes a short description, the plan goals addressed through the 
recommendation, the estimated time frame, the applicable roadways or areas within the study 
region, and the entities associated with implementation of the recommendation. 

Short-term recommendations are those that can be implemented within 5 years. Mid-term 
recommendations require more coordination, planning, and/or funding and can be implemented 
within 5 to 10 years. Long-term recommendations require 10 or more years for implementation. 

P a g e | 20  
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Table IV-2: Freight Policy and Programmatic Recommendations for the ANATS MPO 

 

 
ID 

 
Type 

 
Name 

 
Recommendation Plan Goals Addressed 

(in bold) 

Potential 
Implementation 

Ownership 

 
Location Time 

Frame 

 
 
 
 
 
 

POL-1 

 
 
 
 
 
 

Policy 

 
 
 
 
 

Retirement or 
Retrofit of Aging 
Heavy-Duty Vehicles 
and Rail Equipment 

Support the accelerated retirement of older 
model year heavy duty vehicles and rail 
equipment focusing on idle reduction and 
low emissions technology. ACOG can 
partner with federal and state funding 
sources to promote participation in grant 
programs to improve fuel efficiency of 
vehicles or other related efforts to improve 
the freight fleet. Possible funding sources: 
• Federal – the Environmental Protection 

Agency’s (EPA) Diesel Emissions 
Reduction Act (DERA) Program.7 

• State - South Carolina Diesel Emissions 
Reduction Act (DERA) Grants8 

Consider for FHWA’s Alternative Fuel 
Corridors Designation.9 

 
 
 
 

1. Mobility & Reliability 
2. Safety & Security 
3. Infrastructure Condition 
4. Economic Vitality 
5. Environmental 
6. Equity 

 
 
 
 ACOG 
 Inland Port Greer 
 Study Area 

Counties 
 Municipal Partners 
 SCDOT 
 Truck Owners 
 Rail Operators 

 
 
 
 
 
 

Regionwide 

 
 
 
 
 

Short- 
Term 

 
 

POL-2 

 
 

Policy 

 
Inspection and 
Maintenance of 
Vehicles 

 
Support improved inspection and 
maintenance of vehicles to minimize 
emissions. 

1. Mobility & Reliability 
2. Safety & Security 
3. Infrastructure Condition 
4. Economic Vitality 
5. Environmental 
6. Equity 

 SCDOT 
 SCDPS 
 SCDMV 
 SCDHEC 
 Truck Owners 

 
 

Regionwide 

 

Short- 
Term 
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7 https://www.epa.gov/dera 

8  https://scdhec.gov/environment/businesses-communities-go-green/environmental-loans-grants-businesses-communities/south 

9 https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/alternative_fuel_corridors/ 

https://www.epa.gov/dera
https://scdhec.gov/environment/businesses-communities-go-green/environmental-loans-grants-businesses-communities/south
https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/alternative_fuel_corridors/
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ID 

 
Type 

 
Name 

 
Recommendation Plan Goals Addressed 

(in bold) 

Potential 
Implementation 

Ownership 

 
Location Time 

Frame 

 
 
 

POL-3 

 
 
 

Policy 

 
 

Actively Seek and 
Grow Public-Private 
Partnerships 

Leverage public-private partnerships for 
funding non-highway improvements. This 
may include partnerships for the 
development of parking facilities with 
private travel centers, manufacturing or 
distribution focused facilities, or alternative 
fuels distribution centers. It also includes 
public-private partnerships between railroad 
and governmental entities to address 
institutional and infrastructure issues. 

 
1. Mobility & Reliability 
2. Safety & Security 
3. Infrastructure 

Condition 
4. Economic Vitality 
5. Environmental 
6. Equity 

 
 ACOG 
 SCDOT 
 Study Area 

Counties 
 Municipal Partners 
 Truck Owners 
 Rail Operators 
 Freight Businesses 

 
 
 

Regionwide 

 
 
 

Long- 
Term 

 
 
 
 

POL-4 

 
 
 
 

Policy 

 
 
 

Integration of Truck 
Parking into Land 
Use Plans 

Incorporate truck parking needs into land 
use planning activities. Regional planning 
agencies may consider incentivizing or 
requiring truck parking if proposed land 
uses are expected to generate truck traffic. 
Using the freight corridors in the ACOG 
Freight Mobility Plan, locations are identified 
for site evaluations for additional truck 
parking resources within those corridors. 
Upon completion of the SCDOT Truck 
Parking Study, further truck parking 
recommendations can be made 

 
 

1. Mobility & Reliability 
2. Safety & Security 
3. Infrastructure Condition 
4. Economic Vitality 
5. Environmental 
6. Equity 

 
 

 ACOG 
 Study Area 

Counties 
 Municipal Partners 
 SCDOT 

 
 
 
 

Regionwide 

 
 
 
 

Short- 
Term 
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ID 

 
Type 

 
Name 

 
Recommendation Plan Goals Addressed 

(in bold) 

Potential 
Implementation 

Ownership 

 
Location Time 

Frame 

 
 
 
 
 

POL-6 

 
 
 
 
 

Policy 

 
 
 
 

Subarea and 
Neighborhood 
Freight Plan 
Program 

Develop strategies and design standards to 
reduce conflicts between freight, auto, 
transit, bicycles, and pedestrians for small 
towns and neighborhoods. This includes 
establishing “logistics villages” based on the 
development clusters identified in the land 
use analysis to help increase economic 
activity and transportation efficiency at these 
sites, such as access between intermodal 
and private distribution centers, rest and 
parking areas for drivers, and fixing choke 
points and bottlenecks. This is particularly 
viable in areas of highly concentrated rural 
freight generators. 

 
 

1. Mobility & Reliability 
2. Safety & Security 
3. Infrastructure 

Condition 
4. Economic Vitality 
5. Environmental 
6. Equity 

 
 
 
 ACOG 
 Study Area 

Counties 
 Municipal 

Partners 

 
 
 
 
 

Regionwide 

 
 
 
 
 

Mid-Term 

 
 
 
 

POL-7 

 
 
 
 

Policy 

 
 
 
 

Develop Context- 
Sensitive Design 
Guidelines 

Develop detailed, context-sensitive design 
guidelines for freight movement along the 
U.S. 29 corridor. This should include 
considerations of the SCDOT Roadway 
Design Guidelines and incorporate local land 
uses as part of the planning and conceptual 
design process. In addition to observed 
traffic and safety issues, adjacent land uses 
should be used to identify preferred typical 
sections to design or redesign roadways 
safety for freight vehicles. Refer to the 
BCDCOG Neck Area Master Plan for detailed 
design guidelines. 

 
 

1. Mobility & Reliability 
2. Safety & Security 
3. Infrastructure 

Condition 
4. Economic Vitality 
5. Environmental 
6. Equity 

 
 
 
 ACOG 
 SCDOT 
 Study Area 

Counties 
 Municipal Partners 

 
 
 
 

Regionwide 

 
 
 
 

Short- 
Term 
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ID 

 
Type 

 
Name 

 
Recommendation Plan Goals Addressed 

(in bold) 

Potential 
Implementation 

Ownership 

 
Location Time 

Frame 

 
 
 
 

POL-10 

 
 
 
 

Policy 

 
 
 

Regional Freight- 
Related Economic 
Development Study 

Build upon the data collection effort of the 
ACOG Regional Freight Mobility Plan to 
determine freight-related planned acreage 
and future industry cluster recruitment and 
marketing strategies. This effort should 
include a review of available utilities and 
transportation infrastructure as well as ways 
to provide workforce transportation to these 
locations. Opportunities to expand freight 
related industry within the region through 
marketing and recruiting of new industries 
the region may want to expand into. 

 
 

1. Mobility & Reliability 
2. Safety & Security 
3. Infrastructure Condition 
4. Economic Vitality 
5. Environmental 
6. Equity 

 
 ACOG 
 SC Department of 

Commerce 
 Economic 

Development 
Partners 

 Truck Owners 
 Rail Operators 
 Freight Businesses 

 
 
 
 

Regionwide 

 
 
 
 

Long- 
Term 

 
 
 

POL-11 

 
 
 

Policy 

 
 

Regional Supply 
Chain Resiliency 
Strategy 

 
Develop a strategy to create immunity to 
local and global impacts to the network 
supply chain. From the impacts of COVID-19, 
examine ways to ensure the supply chain can 
be resilient to multiple effects. 

 
1. Mobility & Reliability 
2. Safety & Security 
3. Infrastructure Condition 
4. Economic Vitality 
5. Environmental 
6. Equity 

 ACOG 
 SC Department of 

Commerce 
 Economic 

Development 
Partners 

 Truck Owners 
 Rail Operators 
 Freight Businesses 

 
 
 

Regionwide 

 
 

Long- 
Term 

 
 
 
 

POL-12 

 
 
 
 

Policy 

 
 
 

Develop Interstate 
Megaregional 
Freight Plan 

Building upon the efforts of the ACOG 
Regional Freight Mobility Plan and the 
Berkeley, Charleston, Dorchester Regional 
Freight Mobility Plan, a megaregional freight 
plan focusing on the I-85 corridor through 
the ACOG, connecting with the Charlotte, 
North Carolina and Atlanta, Georgia regions 
would provide a multistate element to larger 
mobility and development concepts. This 
should focus on an enhanced Smart I-85 
Corridor that connects regional freight 
traffic. 

 
 

1. Mobility & Reliability 
2. Safety & Security 
3. Infrastructure Condition 
4. Economic Vitality 
5. Environmental 
6. Equity 

 ACOG 
 BCDCOG 
 Cherokee, 

Spartanburg, 
Greenville, 
Anderson, Oconee 
Counties 

 SCDOT 
 GDOT 
 NCDOT 
 Municipal Partners 

 
 
 
 

Regionwide 

 
 
 
 

Short- 
Term 
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ID 

 
Type 

 
Name 

 
Recommendation Plan Goals Addressed 

(in bold) 

Potential 
Implementation 

Ownership 

 
Location Time 

Frame 

 
 
 
 

POL-13 

 
 
 
 

Policy 

 
 
 
 

Regional Freight 
Security Program 

 
Continue to support the development of an 
effective working relationship with planning 
officials, law enforcement, emergency 
response personnel, and freight providers to 
improve freight security. Communication 
with agencies and stakeholders is essential 
to a proactive approach to security issues. 
This is reinforced in the GPATS Horizon 2040 
LRTP. 

 
 

1. Mobility & Reliability 
2. Safety & Security 
3. Infrastructure Condition 
4. Economic Vitality 
5. Environmental 
6. Equity 

 ANATS 
 GPATS 
 SPATS 
 ACOG 
 Study Area 

Counties 
 Municipal Partners 
 SCDOT 
 Law enforcement 

and emergency 
response 
departments 

 Freight Businesses 

 
 
 
 

Regionwide 

 
 
 
 

Long- 
Term 

 
 
 
 

POL-14 

 
 
 
 

Policy 

 
 
 

Comprehensive 
Inventory and 
Assessment of Rail 
Crossings 

 
Continue to identify and fund 
improvements, such as highway-rail grade 
separations, at rail crossings throughout the 
region to reduce risks associated with these 
locations. The region's numerous active rail 
lines make railroad crossings more frequent 
and increases the potential for conflicts. This 
is reinforced in the GPATS Horizon 2040 
LRTP. 

 
 

1. Mobility & Reliability 
2. Safety & Security 
3. Infrastructure 

Condition 
4. Economic Vitality 
5. Environmental 
6. Equity 

 ANATS 
 GPATS 
 SPATS 
 ACOG 
 Class I Railroads 
 Other Railroad 

Owners 
 SC Department of 

Commerce 
 Municipal Partners 
 SCDOT 

 
 
 
 

Regionwide 

 
 
 
 

Short- 
Term 

 
 
 

POL-15 

 
 
 

Policy 

 
 
 

Highway Rail 
Crossing Closures 

Continue to monitor highway-rail at-grade 
crossings and explore opportunities to close 
these crossings in close coordination with 
stakeholders and the community. A strategy 
aimed at increasing public safety and 
promoting economic development through 
selective closure of identified rail crossings. 
Crossing consolidation can help reduce 
traffic congestion, noise, and other effects of 
railroad crossings. 

 
1. Mobility & Reliability 
2. Safety & Security 
3. Infrastructure Condition 
4. Economic Vitality 
5. Environmental 
6. Equity 

 
 Class I Railroads 
 Other Railroad 

Owners 
 SC Department of 

Commerce 
 SCDOT 
 Municipal Partners 

 
 
 

Regionwide 

 
 
 

Long- 
Term 
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ID 

 
Type 

 
Name 

 
Recommendation Plan Goals Addressed 

(in bold) 

Potential 
Implementation 

Ownership 

 
Location Time 

Frame 

 
 
 

POL-16 

 
 
 

Policy 

 
 

Quiet Zone 
Designations 

Assess areas disproportionately impacted by 
train horn noise for potential quiet zone 
designation. A section of track at least one- 
half mile long, comprised of one or more 
consecutive crossings where train horns are 
not routinely sounded. Quiet zones are 
established to reduce noise and 
promote/improve quality of life for residents 
and businesses. 

 
1. Mobility & Reliability 
2. Safety & Security 
3. Infrastructure Condition 
4. Economic Vitality 
5. Environmental 
6. Equity 

 
 Class I Railroads 
 Other Railroad 

Owners 
 Municipal Partners 
 SCDOT 

 
 
 

Regionwide 

 
 

Short- 
Term 

 
 
 
 

POL-17 

 
 
 
 

Policy 

 
 
 

Identify Trespassing 
Hot Spots 

Identify trespassing "hot spots" and 
implement technology to aid in the 
monitoring of these areas in coordination 
with local law enforcement. Rail right-of-way 
trespassing often stems from a lack of 
education/knowledge about the dangers of 
trespassing, lack of enforcement, and poor 
community planning decisions. Technology 
is improving the ability of enforcement 
agencies to monitor right-of-way and 
dispatch personnel. 

 
 

1. Mobility & Reliability 
2. Safety & Security 
3. Infrastructure Condition 
4. Economic Vitality 
5. Environmental 
6. Equity 

 
 
 Law enforcement 

departments 
 Freight Businesses 
 SCDOT 
 Municipal Partners 

 
 
 
 

Regionwide 

 
 
 
 

Mid-Term 

 
 
 
 

POL-18 

 
 
 
 

Policy 

 
 
 

Noise and Vibration 
Impacts 

Assess areas disproportionately impacted by 
the effects of noise and vibration resulting 
from nearby rail operations. Noise and 
vibration from passing trains can be 
extremely detrimental to the public health 
and economic development of a community. 
The impacts range from lower land values, 
creating resident complaints, deteriorating 
structures, limitations on the type of 
development that can occur in the vicinity of 
a rail line. 

 
 

1. Mobility & Reliability 
2. Safety & Security 
3. Infrastructure Condition 
4. Economic Vitality 
5. Environmental 
6. Equity 

 
 
 Class I Railroads 
 Other Railroad 

Owners 
 Municipal Partners 
 SCDOT 

 
 
 
 

Regionwide 

 
 
 

Short- 
Term 
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ID 

 
Type 

 
Name 

 
Recommendation Plan Goals Addressed 

(in bold) 

Potential 
Implementation 

Ownership 

 
Location Time 

Frame 

 
 

POL-19 

 
 

Policy 

 
 

Regional ITS Master 
Plan 

Develop a Regional ITS Master Plan. 
Coordinate with state, regional, and local 
agencies for ITS improvements throughout 
the region. Based on the Best Practices 
review, it is suggested that this include 
applications for Dynamic Truck Parking 
Signage System, providing information on 
available parking for drivers. 

1. Mobility & Reliability 
2. Safety & Security 
3. Infrastructure 

Condition 
4. Economic Vitality 
5. Environmental 
6. Equity 

 
 ACOG 
 SCDOT 
 GPATS 
 ANATS 
 SPATS 

 
 

Regionwide 

 
 

Mid-Term 

 
 
 

POL-21 

 
 
 

Policy 

 
 

Transportation 
Delivery and 
Logistics 
Workforce Action 
Plan 

Based on the Best Practices review, the 
benefit of a TDL Workforce Action Plan 
would be realized by the various needs 
for employees and TDL related training in 
the region. This should include a review 
of available workers in the region, 
available training for TDL jobs in the 
region, and ways to reduce the gap 
between demand and available skilled 
workers. 

 
1. Reliability 
2. Safety & Security 
3. Infrastructure Condition 
4. Economic Vitality 
5. Environmental 
6. Equity 

 
 ACOG 
 Technical 

Colleges 
 Freight Advisory 

Committee 
 Economic 

Development 
Partners 

 
 
 

Regionwide 

 
 
 

Short- 
Term 

 
 

PRG-1 

 
 

Program 

 
Urban Delivery Pilot 
Program/Wayfinding 

Limit deliveries to Anderson subarea 
between specified hours. Truck prohibition 
for the downtown corridor. Urban delivery 
hours for the area. No through trucks 
signage where appropriate. 

1. Mobility & Reliability 
2. Safety & Security 
3. Infrastructure Condition 
4. Economic Vitality 
5. Environmental 
6. Equity 

 ACOG 
 Anderson County 
 Municipal Partners 
 Urban Delivery 

Businesses 

 
Anderson 
Roadways 

 
Short- 
Term 
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Rail 
 
Though rail freight traffic has declined, losing ground to the trucking industry, there are three 
major rail providers operating in Anderson County.  Pickens Railway Company, Norfolk 
Southern, and CSXT all provide freight services in the ANATS Study Area.  While much of 
Anderson County’s freight history revolves around rail construction and traffic, modern day 
Anderson County finds itself without a significant dependence on rail freight.   
 
Air 

The Anderson Regional Airport serves the citizens and businesses of Anderson County and 
surrounding areas. Federal Aviation Administration has funded numerous airport projects here. 
The airport was begun in 1927, used as a World War II air base, and later transferred back to 
Anderson County for development as a community airport. 
 
The airport has two runways of at least 5,000 feet, modern lighting, and a new terminal. 
The Planning & Development Board and the Anderson County Airport Commission have 
worked together to obtain the placement of an automated flight service station at the Anderson 
Regional Airport. Construction of the Automated Flight Service Station was completed in the 
summer of 1986. 
Over the last few years, several improvements have taken place at the airport making it a better 
facility for use in air transportation. The projects include: Rehabilitation of Itinerant Ramps and 
Connecting Taxiway, Rehabilitation of a Ramp, Construction of Airport Helicopter Pads, 
installation of an Instrument Landing System, and installation of white way lighting along the 
road between SC 24 and the 0.5-mile entrance to the airport. 
 
The Airport has a Category I Instrument Landing System for all weather operations. Fueling, 
aircraft storage, aircraft maintenance, pilot services, and aircraft services are provided by a well 
trained and courteous line staff. As a Shell Aviation fuel distributor, we offer the highest grade of 
aviation fuel in the industry. 
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Figure 1.1 Source: Anderson County 

Other Airport amenities include a pilot lounge, quiet room, flight planning, catering, free crew 
car, car rental, and conference room. 

Environment 

Air Quality 

With the upstate experiencing issues with air quality, ANATS and Anderson City and County are 
committed to help the situation where able.  With the Environmental Protection Agency’s (EPA) 
final decision in 2004, Anderson County was designated (with other upstate counties) as non-
attainment for ozone based on the new 8-hour standards approved by EPA. 
 
With knowledge of the upcoming designation, The counties in upstate South Carolina were 
proactive in addressing the issue and guaranteeing the continued flow of Federal transportation 
funding to the area. In 2002, ANATS and Anderson County joined with 44 other South Carolina 
counties into the Early Action Compact (EAC).  
 
This agreement “softened” the non-attainment label placed on the area in 2004. Based on the 
EAC, Anderson agreed to address the air quality issues on the local level and to meet the 
milestones agreed upon with the EPA. Failure to meet the milestones would result in more 
stringent air quality requirements and delays in the receipt of Federal transportation funding. 
Some of the early milestones were: 
 

1. December 31, 2002 – submission of the completed compact to EPA 
2. June 16, 2003 – submission of preliminary list of control measures to EPA 
3. March 31, 2004 – submission of final list of control measures to EPA 
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4. December 31, 2004 – submission of State implementation plans to EPA to incorporate 
EAC’s 
 

The EAC did not exclude the Anderson area from the new EPA air quality standards. The 
following list of measures outlines the steps taken by the Anderson community to improve air 
quality: 
 
Measure 1: Support SCDHEC statewide efforts to reduce ozone levels 
Measure 2: Designate an Ozone Action Coordinator 
Measure 3: Seek low sulfur fuels as early as possible 
Measure 4: Design and implement congestion management and Intelligent 
Transportation System (ITS) measures 
Measure 5: Use of hybrid vehicles 
 Measure 6: Use higher efficiency engines for school buses 
Measure 7: Develop incentive programs and opportunities for citizens to choose alternative 
transportation modes 
Measure 8: Review and update air emission inventory for the Upstate 
Measure 9: Support SCDHEC in evaluating and seeking reductions from major sources based 
on modeling 
Measure 10: Develop a program to offer to purchase or repair smoking vehicles 
Measure 11: Ban open burning of on-site commercial clearing debris during ozone season 
(April to October) 
Measure 12: Create incentives for the purchase of high efficiency and low emissions vehicles 
Measure 13: Use land-use and transportation planning to improve air quality 
Measure 14: Implement a program to encourage use of green power 
Measure 15: Promote route efficiency for delivery trucks, trash collection, etc. 
Measure 16: Establish a clean air partnership with business and industry 
Measure 17: Establish an active public awareness campaign 
Measure 18: Promote research in energy efficiency at local universities, industries, energy 
companies, federal government and other institutions that improve air quality 
Measure 19: Use of alternative fuels 
Measure 20: Evaluate the use of High Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) lanes using existing lanes 
Measure 21: Modify speed limits for maximum fuel efficiency 
Measure 22: Develop process for evaluating and minimizing impact of major projects such as 
shopping centers, schools and subdivisions 
Measure 23: Community schools to reduce vehicle miles travelled and encourage biking and 
walking for students and parents by encouraging smaller community-based schools that are 
integrated into neighborhoods  
While some of these measures require changes at the regional and State level, Anderson has 
addressed many of the local issues and continues to work to improve air quality. 
 
Mitigation 
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Planners and policy makers are charged to develop long term strategies for protecting unique and 
biologically diverse ecosystems. The implementation of large scale transportation improvement 
projects can be particularly detrimental to the viability of these resources. Environmental 
mitigation measures therefore need to be an essential and ever present component of the long 
range transportation planning process.  
 
Federal transportation legislation supports and requires the adoption of various environmental 
mitigation measures by MPOs.  SAFETEA-LU legislation defined the environmental mitigation 
requirements of MPOs by stating that the LRTP shall: 
 

1. Include a discussion of potential environmental mitigation activities and potential areas 
to carry out these activities including activities that have the greatest potential to restore 
and maintain environmental functions affected by potential transportation projects. 

 
2. Focus on policies, programs, or strategies, rather than the project level. 

 
3. Develop this discussion in consultation with Federal, State, and Tribal land 
management, wildlife, and regulatory agencies. 

 
This section of the LRTP is intended to comply with each of these requirements by outlining 
strategies ANATS is currently undertaking to mitigate against environmental impacts through 
consultation and coordination, early project screening, and various regional planning initiatives.  
 
 
Security 
Given recent world events the entire world is aware of potential threats and disasters that could 
take place both at home and abroad. On the local level, county and municipal governments have 
created, revised and implemented disaster preparedness plans to minimize the loss of life and 
property in the event of a natural or man-made disaster. The upstate of South Carolina is 
relatively safe from most natural disasters (hurricanes, earthquakes, etc.), however the region 
could experience floods, tornadoes and other more localized disturbances that threaten life and 
property, as well as manmade disasters. The upstate could also fall victim to secondary effects of 
natural disasters occurring in other parts of the state or region. Secondary effects could come in 
the way of “refugees” from the coast or other states, as well as evacuees utilizing the interstate 
system that runs along the northern border of the ANATS Study Area. 

Data 

One often overlooked aspect of disaster preparedness is the data all staff depends on in a time of 
emergency.  The City of Anderson Information Technology Division recognizes the importance 
of securing all data and infrastructure on a daily basis, including preparing for any potential 
disasters.  These disasters could be natural disasters such as fire, tornado, flood, etc. or any 



  2045 Long Range Plan 

33 
 
 

 

potential hardware malfunction, virus, malware or intrusion from outside our network that could 
result in data loss. 

1.  Securing the network:  The IT Division has taken several precautions against any 
intrusions from outside our network.  We have installed a Cisco ASA firewall, Spam 
protection, web site filtering appliance, Deep Freeze software, and anti-virus 
software.  These steps will protect our network from intrusion, malware, virus, and spam 
attacks. 

2.  Server virtualization:  By virtualizing most of our servers, we can recover from a 
catastrophic hardware failure much quicker than if we had stand-alone servers.  We 
currently have virtualized about half of our servers and we hope to have all servers 
virtualized within the next two years. 

3.  Data security:  Our recently installed SAN has given our network a very strong and 
secure data storage system that contains all of our user data, databases, email, and server 
images.  All of our data is backed up daily – onsite as well as an offsite location.  Future 
plans are to purchase a second SAN that we will install at a secure offsite location.  This 
will allow for redundancy and almost immediate recovery of all our systems in the event 
of a disaster. 

Highway 

The state highway system is the backbone of the ANATS transportation network.  The SCDOT 
is making great strides toward a safer highway system and ANATS is in full support of their 
efforts.  With its 2008 Highway Safety Plan SCDOT seeks to: 
 

1. Reduce run off crashes  
2. Reduce fatalities from roadside hazards 
3. Reduce intersection crashes 
4. Promote seatbelt usage 

  
ANATS also supports the other safety measures listed in the plan.  These measures are: 
  

1. Adding paved shoulders to most resurfacing and new projects on rural roads to help 
reduce run off the road crashes. 

2. Replace all incandescent traffic signals with LED signals. The LED signal provides   
several additional safety features over the incandescent signals. 

3. Replace existing signs with the new retro-reflectivity complying signs to increase 
visibility.  

4. Improve the quality of pavement markings for safety, particularly for nighttime and 
wet conditions. 
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SECTION 2 

Transportation Model and Projections 

2010 Base Year Model 

After the ANATS base year model was adjusted, the ANATS model identified deficiencies for 
the base year traffic system.  These were determined by using volume-to-capacity ratios (v/c 
ratios) which divides the volume of traffic of a roadway segment by the capacity.  The Level of 
Service designations are rated on a letter scale ranging from A to F.  As the map depicts, there is currently 
no level of service F road in the ANATS Area.  For further information on the definitions of each level, 
please see the table below.    
 

 
      Map 2.1  ANATS Level of Service  Source: SCDOT 
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2045 Projections 
 
The future needs of the ANATS study area were accessed by projecting the future 
socioeconomic characteristics of the study area.  This required projecting population, dwelling 
units, employment base, and school enrollment.  Information from the US Census Bureau, 
SCDOT, City of Anderson, and Anderson County were used in making socioeconomic 
projections.  These projections were assigned to TAZs and were used in creating the 2040 
transportation model for ANATS.   Projections were then added to the model along with projects 
that have been completed or committed within ANATS since 2010 to create the model.  This 
output of the 2040 ANATS transportation model will be used to forecast the future deficiencies 
of the ANATS study area.  Projections will be updates as the 2020 census data is made available. 

Population 
 
The ANATS Study area projected population of 133,117 for the year 2045 served as the control 
total for model projections made by TAZ.  Staff initially assigned population to each TAZ 
according to the percentage of county population each TAZ had in the 2010 population numbers.  
Building permit information from the City of Anderson and Anderson County was then used to 
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adjust population projections for each TAZ.

 
     Map 2.2 ANATS Population Density Source: U.S. Census Bureau  
Projected population totals were then analyzed by comparison to current land use trends 
throughout the county.  Current county and city parcel data was used to adjust the totals based 
upon land use and open space available in each TAZ.  Input from staff was used to validate these 
projections. 

 
Dwelling Units 
 
Population projections were used to determine dwellings unit projections.  Anderson County is 
projected to have 105,744 dwelling units in 2045 with 58,047 projected within the ANATS 
Study Area.  Projections were adjusted using building permit trends, land use trends over the past 
ten years, and available open space.  Field surveys were also used to determine where residential 
growth is expected to occur within the next thirty years.   
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      Map 2.3 ANATS Dwelling Units Source: U.S. Census Bureau  
 
 
 
 
Employment 
 
The 2045 ANATS transportation model requires a projected employment at the TAZ level.  
Employment was grouped by Total Employment and Retail Employment.  A control total of 
employment was assigned to the entire county, and then allocated to each TAZ based on 
employment percentages calculated from the base year.  
 
Total employment was compiled by using the percentage of employment from the base year to 
assign each TAZ an employment percentage.  The total employment was then adjusted through 
analysis of employment trends in Anderson County using U.S. Bureau of Labor Statistics as well 
as employment data purchased from Infogroup.  Field surveys were also used to determine areas 
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available for commercial and industrial growth.

 

     Map 2.4 ANATS Employment Source: Infogroup Employment Data 

The TAZs in the study area that are expected to have the greatest employment are primarily 
found along Clemson Boulevard south of Interstate 85.  Development in this area was spurned 
along with the completion of the East West Parkway.  This area is expected to be retail along 
Clemson Boulevard with industrial areas located near SC 28 Bypass.  Michelin Boulevard and 
Masters Boulevard, just off US 29, have seen large industries spring up since the road was 
constructed are expected to draw industrial companies into the southern portion of ANATS.  
This area is also expected to have the greatest total employment increase in the next thirty years.   
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     Map 2.5 Retail Employment  Source: Employment Security Commission/ US Census Bureau  

The greatest increase in retail employment is expected to occur along Clemson Boulevard from 
Anderson Mall north to I-85.  With parcels available along Clemson Boulevard retail 
employment in these TAZs are expected to increase with future restaurants and commercial 
centers.  As population moves north up the SC 81 corridor TAZs are expected to grow as well. 

2045 Transportation Model 
 
To create the ANATS 2045 transportation model, existing plus committed (E + C) projects were 
integrated into the ANATS network.  E + C projects are highway improvement completed since 
2010 as well as projects that currently have funding or are currently being constructed.   
 
These projects include:  Intersection projects throughout the ANATS Study Area 
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     Map 2.6 Level of Service Source: APCOG 
 
These existing plus committed (E+C) projects were incorporated into the ANATS 2010 validated 
traffic assignment network to create the ANATS 2045 base network.  The projected 
socioeconomic data for the year 2045 was used for the trip generation phase of this model.  The 
2040 E+C model serves as a basis for identifying future deficiencies in the ANATS road system.  
Any future roadway improvements or alternative improvement schemes can be tested using this 
base network. 
 
The 2045 E+C model assigned traffic volumes on the ANATS road network.  Using the road 
capacity chart those volumes were assigned a projected level of service. LOS data was then used 
to help determine future highway and intersection deficiencies. The 2045 transportation model 
indicated that the ANATS network overall will have very few deficiencies.  The deficiencies 
identified in this model are being addressed with intersection improvements and congestion 
management.   
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Section 3 
 
Growth in population over the next twenty-five years will have direct effects on the ANATS 
transportation system.  In order to meet out projected future demand, preemptive improvements 
must be made to portions of the current transportation network.  The proposed projects in the 
ANATS Long Range Transportation Plan seek to meet current and future demand through 2045, 
and will generally enhance and improve transportation in the study area. 
 
Funding 
Funding for transportation 
improvement projects 
comes from federal 
transportation  
guideshare funds.  
Guideshare funds are 
distributed to ANATS on 
the basis of urban 
population and vehicle 
miles traveled as reported 
by the U.S. Census Bureau.  
The ANATS Study Area 
currently receives 
approximately $5 million in 
guideshare funding each 
year.  Assuming funding 
remains constant, ANATS 
will expect to receive an 
approximate total of $121.8 
million dollars in 
guideshare funding through 
2045.   The current TIP 
commits $13.27 million to 
the greenway extension 
project and 6 intersection 
improvement projects.  The 
recommendations for road 
improvements are 
financially constrained to 
the amount of non-
committed guidshare funds 
the MPO expects to receive, 
therefore the total dollar amount of future projects cannot exceed $108.5 million.  
 

Year Guideshare Debt Service Available Funds 
2021 $2,815,000 $640,000 $2,175,000 
2022 $4,000,000 $0 $4,000,000 
2023 $5,000,000 $0 $5,000,000 
2024 $5,000,000 $0 $5,000,000 
2025 $5,000,000 $0 $5,000,000 
2026 $5,000,000 $0 $5,000,000 
2027 $5,000,000 $0 $5,000,000 
2028 $5,000,000 $0 $5,000,000 
2029 $5,000,000 $0 $5,000,000 
2030 $5,000,000 $0 $5,000,000 
2031 $5,000,000 $0 $5,000,000 
2032 $5,000,000 $0 $5,000,000 
2033 $5,000,000 $0 $5,000,000 
2034 $5,000,000 $0 $5,000,000 
2035 $5,000,000 $0 $5,000,000 
2036 $5,000,000 $0 $5,000,000 
2037 $5,000,000 $0 $5,000,000 
2038 $5,000,000 $0 $5,000,000 
2039 $5,000,000 $0 $5,000,000 
2040 $5,000,000 $0 $5,000,000 
2041 $5,000,000 $0 $5,000,000 
2042 $5,000,000 $0 $5,000,000 
2043 $5,000,000 $0 $5,000,000 
2044 $5,000,000 $0 $5,000,000 
2045 $5,000,000 $0 $5,000,000 

Totals $121,815,000 $640,000 $121,175,000 
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Current Projects 
 
Project Name 
North Anderson Multi-Use Path Extension 
 
Project Type 
Multi Use Path 
 
Cost 
$3,500,000 
 
Project Location 
North/West across Clemson Blvd to the Civic Center and south along Hwy 81 connecting to the 
ANMED Health Campus. 
 
Rank 
Funded in TIP-Under Construction 
 
Description 
A ten foot paved, shared-use path connecting to the soon to be constructed path along the East 
West Connector. 
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Project Type 
Intersection Improvement 
 
Cost  
$3,000,000 
 
Project Location 
Anderson 
 
Rank 
Funded in TIP-Under Construction 
 
 
Description 
Improve radii and widen approaches to provide turn lanes.  
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Project Name     
Monroe Street @ Market Street 
 
Project Type 
Intersection Improvement 
 
Cost  
$1,110,000 
 
Project Location 
Anderson 
 
Rank 
On hold pending utility friendly design. 
 
 
Description 
Realign Southwood Road with Monroe Road and widen approaches for turn lanes in each 
quadrant. 
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Project Name     
Concord Road @ North Main/Whitehall Road  
 
Project Type 
Intersection Improvement 
 
Cost  
$3,000,000 
 
Project Location 
Anderson 
 
Rank 
Funded in TIP- Currently seeking new design to enhance benefit. 
 
 
Description 
Improve the turning radius, turning right from Concord Rd onto North Main Street. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 



  2045 Long Range Plan 

46 
 
 

 

Project Name     
Quinn @ Railroad. 
 
Project Type 
Intersection Improvement 
 
Cost  
$1,310,000 
 
Project Location 
Anderson 
 
Rank 
On hold pending utility friendly design 
 
 
Description 
Align and upgrade the intersection.  
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Project Name     
Whitner Street @ I Street 
 
Project Type 
Intersection Improvement 
 
Cost  
$1,470,000 
 
Project Location 
Anderson 
 
Rank 
On hold pending utility friendly design 
 
 
Description 
Realign I Street with Monroe Street and widen approaches for turn lanes on each leg. 
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Project Name     
Midway Road @ Harriet Circle 
 
Project Type 
Intersection Improvement 
 
Cost  
$1,430,000 
 
Project Location 
Anderson 
 
Rank 
Funded in TIP 
 
 
Description 
Realign Harriet Circle to create a traffic circle. Will likely incorporate Crestview Road 
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Project Name     
Midway Road @ Crestview Road 
 
Project Type 
Intersection Improvement 
 
Cost  
$3,000,000 
 
Project Location 
Anderson 
 
Rank 
Funded in TIP 
 
Description 
Widen approaches on each leg for turn lanes and signalize if needed.  This project is likely to be 
a part of the Harriet Cir @ Midway project.  Design for the project is likely a traffic circle 
incorporating all three legs. 
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Project Name     
South Main Street @ Shockley Ferry/ Lewis Street 
 
Project Type 
Intersection Improvement 
 
Cost  
$1,540,000 
 
Project Location 
Anderson 
 
Rank 
Funded in TIP- Planning phase is wrapping up 
 
Description 
Intersection upgrade to provide turn lanes for heavy movements. 
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Proposed Projects and Rankings 
 
The ANATS Study Team examined projected future road deficiencies and identified system 
improvements in the affected areas.  The suggested projects include 25 intersection 
improvements, one Corridor Improvement, a congestion management project, and future 
sidewalk projects.  The following project sheets are in ranked order.  If the project is shown to be 
a viable option it may appear in later plans as a construction project.  The ordered project 
descriptions contain thirty intersection improvements identified by the Study Team.  Given fiscal 
and planning realities, the Study Team selected the top seventeen intersections for in depth 
ranking and cost estimation by a subcommittee of their ranks.  The remaining intersections, 
while necessary, have a base cost estimate.  All cost estimates are for planning purposes only and 
may change throughout a projects development. 
 
Purpose and Need 
 
Corridor Improvement- There is one major growth corridor in need of improvement.  This area is 
to be studied using all tenants of the SCDOT’s newly adopted Complete Streets Policy.  
Improvements in this growth corridor include five high ranking intersection projects, potential 
road widening, drainage, and pedestrian features.  This growth corridor improvement improves 
efficiency, safety and potentially capacity.  
 
Intersection Projects- These 25 intersection projects were identified because they represent a 
functional or safety issue in the transportation network.  These individual intersections will 
increase the overall efficiency without adding capacity to the network.  By increasing the 
efficiency of our transportation network air quality is improved for the region.      
 
Congestion Management Improvement- The Clemson Boulevard corridor is, by volume, the 
most traveled non-interstate in the ANATS Study area.  To keep up with the growth in the area 
along with the seasonal changes in traffic patterns adaptive signals will be added to the corridor.  
These adaptive signals will improve flow and aid with air quality. 
 
Sidewalk Projects- The ANATS Policy Committee has elected to reserve 10% of its yearly 
guideshare for sidewalk projects along our major roads.  These projects will increase pedestrian 
safety and air quality along with providing an alternative means of travel for our transportation 
network’s users.   
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



  2045 Long Range Plan 

52 
 
 

 

Corridor Improvement Projects 
 
Project Name     
Growth Corridor Improvement 
 
Project Type 
Corridor Study/Improvement 
 
Cost  
Approx. $10,000,000 
 
Project Location 
Anderson 
 
Rank 
1 
 
Description 
This Corridor Improvement is a holistic improvement of the transportation network in this 
growth area.  This corridor has 5 intersection improvements along with any Complete Streets 
additions needed on the corridor.  Capacity will be studied through this process.  This corridor 
includes various neighborhoods and elementary, middle, and high school.  In addition, improving 
this corridor will allow users improved flow and safety to Anderson University, Downtown 
Anderson and the City of Belton.   
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Intersection Project Rankings 
 
Project Name     
Beltline Blvd. @ Civic Center Blvd. 
 
Project Type 
Intersection Improvement 
 
Cost  
Approx. $1,270,000 
 
Project Location 
Anderson 
 
Rank 
On hold pending completion of the Multi-Use Path 
 
Description 
Widen the approaches adding turn lanes and pedestrian facilities on each leg. The project is on 
hold until the greenway project is completed to determine the true needs to be addressed by the 
intersection upgrade. 
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Project Name     
Concord Rd @ Vandiver Rd 
 
Project Type 
Intersection Improvement 
 
Cost  
Approx. $3,000,000 
 
Project Location 
Anderson 
 
Rank 
1 
 
 
Description 
Improve the intersection, likely with a roundabout, to accommodate current growth- included in 
Growth Corridor Improvement 
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Project Name     
Whitehall Road @ Old Asbury/Green Pond Roads 
 
Project Type 
Intersection Improvement 
 
Cost  
Approx. $3,000,000 
 
Project Location 
Anderson 
 
Rank 
2 
 
Description 
Improve the intersection to allow better safety and flow to Green Pond Landing. 
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Project Name   
Old Williamston Road @ Simpson Road 
 
Project Type 
Intersection Improvement 
 
Cost  
$3,000,000 
 
Project Location 
Anderson 
 
Rank 
3 (tied) 
 
Description 
Create traffic circle to improve flow and safety during peak hour -included in Growth Corridor 
Improvement 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 



  2045 Long Range Plan 

57 
 
 

 

Project Name     
Old Williamston Road @ Snow/Rogers Road 
 
Project Type 
Intersection Improvement 
 
Cost  
Approx. $3,000,000 
 
Project Location 
Anderson 
 
Rank 
3 (tied) 
 
Description 
Improve intersection for improved flow and safety, likely with a roundabout- included in Growth 
Corridor Improvement 
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Project Name     
Calhoun/Marchbanks@Snow/Rodgers Roads 
 
Project Type 
Intersection Improvement 
 
Cost  
Approx. $3,000,000 
 
Project Location 
Anderson 
 
Rank 
4 
 
Description 
Improve intersection to increase flow, likely with a roundabout. -included in the Growth 
Corridor Improvement 
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Project Name     
North Main Street @ Boulevard/North Avenue 
 
Project Type 
Intersection Improvement 
 
Cost  
$500,000 
 
Project Location 
Anderson 
 
Rank 
5 
 
Description 
Address with adaptive signal and minimal design changes. 
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Project Name     
Old Williamston Road @ Crestview/Cox Road 
 
Project Type 
Intersection Improvement 
 
Cost  
$3,000,000 
 
Project Location 
Anderson 
 
Rank 
5 (tied) 
 
Description 
Realign Crestview and Cox widening the approaches adding turn lanes on each leg. -Included in 
Growth Corridor Improvement 
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Project Name     
Concord Road @ Reed/Kings Roads/Concord Ave 
 
Project Type 
Intersection Improvement 
 
Cost  
Approx. $3,000,000 
 
Project Location 
Anderson 
 
Rank 
5 (tied) 
 
Description 
Align intersections where possible.  Add turn lanes and ‘T’ Concord Ave with Concord Road to 
increase safety and enhance flow. 
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Project Name     
Concord Road @ Brown Road 
 
Project Type 
Intersection Improvement 
 
Cost  
Approx. $3,000,000 
 
Project Location 
Anderson 
 
Rank 
5 (tied) 
 
 
Description 
Upgrade intersection for improved safety.  Likely a good location for a roundabout.  
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Project Name     
Glenwood@ W. North/Watson/Blair 
 
Project Type 
Intersection Improvement 
 
Cost  
Approx. $3,500,000 
 
Project Location 
Anderson 
 
Rank 
6 
 
Description 
Realign movements into a bow tie intersection design to improve flow, increase safety and allow 
for safer pedestrian movement through the intersection. 
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Project Name     
Murray Ave @ W. Whitner Street 
 
Project Type 
Intersection Improvement 
 
Cost  
$3,000,000 
 
Project Location 
Anderson 
 
Rank 
7 
 
Description 
Rework intersection and signalization to increase flow and safety.  Turning movements are 
hindered by speed and sight distance and stacking occurs during peak hour. 
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Project Name     
US 29 @ Murray Ave 
 
Project Type 
Intersection Improvement 
 
Cost  
Approx. $3,000,000 
 
Project Location 
Anderson 
 
Rank 
8 
 
Description 
Improve US 29 on approach to ensure left turns can be made as safely as possible.  Improve 
signalization as needed. 
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Project Name       
US 29 Bypass @ Shirlane Drive 
 
Project Type 
Intersection Improvement 
 
Cost  
Approx. $3,000,000 
 
Project Location 
Anderson 
 
Rank 
9 
 
 
Description 
Create “T” Intersection or roundabout to improve flow and safety. 
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Project Name     
Concord Road @ McClellan Road  
 
Project Type 
Intersection Improvement 
 
Cost  
$3,000,000 
 
Project Location 
Anderson 
 
Rank 
10 
 
Description 
Realign McClellan Road at Concord to correct skewed intersection.  
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Project Name     
SC 28 Bus @ George Albert Lake Road 
 
Project Type 
Intersection Improvement 
 
Cost  
Approx. $3,000,000 
 
Project Location 
Anderson 
 
Rank 
11 
 
Description 
Realign and create “T” intersection to increase flow and safety.  Upgrade signals as needed. 
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Project Name       
Belton Hwy @ Hwy 413 
 
Project Type 
Intersection Improvement 
 
Cost  
Approx. $3,000,000 
 
Project Location 
Anderson 
 
Rank 
12 
 
 
Description 
Create a ‘T’ intersection if possible by aligning Hwy 413 with Belton Hwy.  This will improve 
visibility and enhance safety. 
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Project Name 
Hwy 29 North @ Snow Road 
 
Project Type 
Intersection Improvement 
 
Cost  
Approx. $3,000,000 
 
Project Location 
Anderson 
 
Rank 
13 
 
Description 
Upgrade intersection to allow better turning movements and increase safety.  Add signalization 
as needed. 
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Project Name    
Whitehall Road @ New Hope Road 
 
Project Type 
Intersection Improvement 
 
Cost  
Approx. $3,000,000 
 
Project Location 
Anderson 
 
Rank 
14 
 
Description 
Create a ‘T’ intersection or roundabout to improve safety and flow.  
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Project Name     
Concord Road @ McGee/Shackleburg Roads 
 
Project Type 
Intersection Improvement 
 
Cost  
Approx. $3,000,000 
 
Project Location 
Anderson 
 
Rank 
15 
 
Description 
Add turn lanes and stop control to enhance flow and safety. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 



  2045 Long Range Plan 

73 
 
 

 

Project Name     
Concord Road @ Dalrymple Road 
 
Project Type 
Intersection Improvement 
 
Cost  
Approx. $3,000,000 
 
Project Location 
Anderson 
 
Rank 
16 
 
Description 
Create “T” intersection with stop control on Dalrymple and consider lowering Concord and 
relocating Dalrymple. 
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Project Name     
Salem Church Road @ Camson/Delewary Roads 
 
Project Type 
Intersection Improvement 
 
Cost  
Approx. $3,000,000 
 
Project Location 
Anderson 
 
Rank 
17 
 
Description 
Align intersection to improve sight distance and flow. 
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Project Name     
E. River Street @ Plantation/Broadway Lake Roads 
 
Project Type 
Intersection Improvement 
 
Cost  
Approx. $3,000,000 
 
Project Location 
Anderson 
 
Rank 
18 
 
Description 
Align intersection to improve safety. 
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Project Name     
HWY 187@Old Dobbins Bridge Road 
 
Project Type 
Intersection Improvement 
 
Cost  
Approx. $3,000,000 
 
Project Location 
Anderson 
 
Rank 
19 
 
Description 
Improve the intersection to improve safety and flow. 
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Project Name     
Concord Road @ Sam McGee Road 
 
Project Type 
Intersection Improvement 
 
Cost  
Approx. $3,000,000 
 
Project Location 
Anderson 
 
Rank 
20 
 
Description 
Add turn lanes on each leg to aid in traffic flow. 
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Project Name     
North Main Street/Hwy 20 @ West Calhoun Road/Calhoun Road 
 
Project Type 
Intersection Improvement 
 
Cost  
Approx. $3,000,000 
 
Project Location 
Belton 
 
Rank 
21 
 
Description 
Turning radii improvements. 
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Congestion Management Projects 
 
Project Name     
Clemson Boulevard Adaptive Signal Corridor 
 
Project Type 
Adaptive Signal installation 
 
Cost  
$5,000,000 
 
Project Location 
Anderson 
 
Rank 
1 
 
Description 
Add Adaptive Signals to Clemson Boulevard to improve flow and air quality. 
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Sidewalk Projects 
 
Project Name     
Clemson Boulevard sidewalk infill 
 
Project Type 
Sidewalk 
 
Cost  
8,000,000 
 
Project Location 
Anderson 
 
Rank 
1 
 
Description 
Add sidewalks to both sides of Clemson Boulevard (where lacking) from Midtown to I-85. 
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Project Name     
Old Williamston Road Sidewalk 
 
Project Type 
Sidewalk 
 
Cost  
$5,000,000 
 
Project Location 
Anderson 
 
Rank 
2 
 
Description 
Add Sidewalks along western side of Old Williamson Road.  Extend existing sidewalk to 
Glenview Middle School and continue south toward Anderson University Sports Complex  
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Project Name     
Calhoun Street Sidewalk 
 
Project Type 
Sidewalk 
 
Cost  
$5,000,000 
 
Project Location 
Anderson 
 
Rank 
3 
 
Description 
Add a sidewalk to Calhoun Street from Simpson Road south past Calhoun Elementary School to 
Anderson University’s Campus. 
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Unconstrained ANATS Projects 
 
 
Project Name     
Whitehall Road Widening from SC 28 Bypass to SC 24 
 
Project Type 
Road Widening 
 
Cost  
Approx. $50,000,000 
 
Project Location 
Anderson 
 
Rank 
NA- unfunded future project 
 
Description 
Widen the existing road from two to three lanes 
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Project Name     
Greenville Street Extension 
 
Project Type 
New Road 
 
Cost  
Approx. $25,000,000 
 
Project Location 
Anderson 
 
Rank 
NA- unfunded future project 
 
Description 
A new location road extending Greenville Street from it end at Murray Ave to SC 28 Bypass.  
Sever phasing and route options have been explored.  See Appendix C for full feasibility study. 
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Project Name     
Main Street Bridge Replacement 
 
Project Type 
Bridge Replacement 
 
Cost  
Approx. $20,000,000 
 
Project Location 
Anderson 
 
Rank 
NA- unfunded future project 
 
Description 
Replace and repair the Main Street Bridge spanning one plus block of Downtown Anderson.  
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Project Name     
Exit 21 Interchange of Interstate 85 
 
Project Type 
Interchange improvement 
 
Cost  
TBT 
 
Project Location 
Anderson 
 
Rank 
NA- unfunded future project 
 
Description 
Anderson County is improving the exit 21 interchange and US 178.  The have applied for a 
Multimodal Projects Discretionary Grant (MPDG) 
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Project Name     
Calhoun @ Boulevard intersection/corridor improvement 
 
Project Type 
Intersection improvement with multi use trail and landscaping 
 
Cost  
TBT 
 
Project Location 
Anderson 
 
Rank 
NA- unfunded future project 
 
Description 
This is a joint City of Anderson/Anderson University Project to improve the intersection of 
Calhoun and Boulevard while adding pedestrian paths to move people from the main campus to 
the Anderson University Sports Complex.   
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Project Name     
Belton Trail 
 
Project Type 
Multi-Use Path 
 
Cost  
Approx. $20,000,000 
 
Project Location 
Anderson 
 
Rank 
NA- unfunded future project 
 
Description 
A ten foot multi-use path linking The City of Belton to The City of Anderson and Anderson 
University.  This path will run parallel to Belton Highway along a utility right of way.  
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Unconstrained SCDOT Projects 
 
Project Name 
 
I -85 Widening from 
US 76 to SC 153 
 
Project Type 
Road Widening 
 
Cost 
NA 
 
Project Location 
Anderson 
 
Rank 
34 on Statewide Rank 
 
Description 
Widen the 20.77 mile segment of Interstate 85 from 6 to 8 lanes  
 
 
Project Name 
 
The interchange of I-85 and US 178 (Exit 21) 
 
Project Type 
Interchange 
 
Cost 
NA 
 
Project Location 
Anderson 
 
Rank 
34 on Statewide Rank 
 
Description 
Improve the current interchange  
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Section 4 
 
Public Involvement 

In addition to highway modeling, public input was used to help identify future transportation 
projects.  Public participation for the ANATS Long Range Transportation Plan took place 
through a series of public meetings.  Public meetings were held to inform the public of the steps 
taken to produce a list of potential projects, answer any questions, and record additional concerns 
the public has with the transportation system.  In addition, public comment forms provided 
another means of voicing opinion.  

Below is a sample comment form with the results collected from public response. 

The Anderson Area Transportation Study is the transportation planning agency for the Anderson 
Urban Area.  Since transportation issues shape our community, ANATS is offering the public the 
opportunity to comment on the current transportation network in the Anderson Area.  Please take 
the time to answer the following questions.  The results will be used in ANATS long range 
planning. 
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Planning Partnership Opportunities 

Throughout the long range planning process, ANATS Staff focused on cooperation with other 
agencies and organizations.  ANATS Staff worked alongside Anderson County and the City of 
Belton in identifying transportation needs of the study area.  ANATS has also worked with the 
Anderson Chamber of Commerce as well as the Complete the Streets Initiative to identify 
pedestrian needs in the ANATS Study Area.   

These partnerships can be seen in our project selection and ranking.  Were it not for the 
cooperation with these entities public and private our current project list would lack the ingenuity 
and efficiency it currently contains.    
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Section 5 

Performance Measurement 

The Infrastructure Investment and Jobs Act (IIJA) require States and MPOs to continue 
performance-driven, outcome-based approaches to key areas. With respect to planning, the 
statute introduced critical changes to the planning process by requiring linking investment 
priorities to the achievement of performance targets that they would establish to address 
performance measures in key areas such as safety, infrastructure condition, congestion, system 
reliability, emissions, and freight movement. The FAST Act left the provisions from MAP-21 
intact and made minor revisions to existing provisions.  IIJA added additional performance 
measures that will be incorporated when we receive guidance from FHWA. 

ANATS is in a unique situation when it comes to performance measurement.  After the 
completion of the new location East West Parkway, ANATS began focus on non-capacity 
adding, safety enhancing projects including multi-use paths and intersection  improvements.  
With a transportation network showing no real congestion issues we chose to focus on projects to 
increase the efficiency and safety of our high functioning network.  By doing this we are 
improving the overall condition of our network while not stressing our air quality.   

 

WHAT IS PERFORMANCE BASED PLANNING AND PROGRAMMING? 

Performance management is a strategic approach that uses system information to make 
investment and policy decisions to achieve goals set for the multimodal transportation systems in 
the MPO study area. Performance management has been increasingly utilized over the past two 
decades and is systematically applied on a regular ongoing basis.  This process provides key 
information to decision makers allowing them to understand the consequences of investment 
decisions across transportation assets and modes.  It is also credited with improving project and 
program delivery and providing greater transparency and accountability to the public.  

Performance-based planning and programming (PBPP) refers to transportation agencies’ 
application of performance management as standard state of the practice in the planning and 
programming processes. An areas PBPP process is required to be included within:  

• Long-range transportation plans (LRTPs)  
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• Other plans 
and 
processes 
(including 
those that are 
federally 
required, 
such as 
Strategic 
Highway 
Safety Plans, 
Asset 
Management 
Plans, the 
Congestion 
Management 
Process, 
Transit 
Agency 
Asset Management Plans, and Transit Agency Safety Plans, etc.) 

• Statewide and metropolitan Transportation Improvement Programs (STIPs and TIPs), 
which are programming documents housing the anticipated projects an agency intends to 
implement with federal funding.  

The goal of PBPP is to ensure that transportation investment decisions— both long-term 
planning and short-term programming—are based on the ability to meet established goals.  

The foundation of Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century (MAP-21) and Fixing 
America’s Surface Transportation (FAST) Act highway programs is to transform transportation 
decision making to performance- based outcomes. States will invest resources in projects to 
achieve individual targets that collectively will make progress toward national goals.  MPOs are 
also responsible for developing LRTPs and TIPs “through a performance-driven, outcome-based 
approach to planning.”. 

The MPO is now developing its PBPP process to meet federal requirements—including 
requirements for tracking specific measures and setting targets—and to meet the unique planning 
needs of the MPO. 

The LRTP and TIP become PBPP when the MPO: 
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• Sets measurable goals and objectives for the transportation system; 
• Selects performance measures and sets targets for desired performance outcomes; 
• Gathers data and information to monitor and analyze trends; 
• Uses performance measures and data to inform investment decisions; and, 
• Monitors, analyzes, and reports decision outputs and performance outcomes. 

In addition to meeting the federal PBPP requirements, PBPP will help the MPO better 
communicate our region-specific performance story.  PBPP will assist MPO decision-makers to 
make both policy and project decisions.  Needs continue to outweigh resources available for 
transportation improvements and PBPP requires these difficult decisions be weighed utilizing 
tradeoff analysis and focusing on data specific performance outcomes.  The result will be 
enhanced accountability and transparency within the MPO planning process.  

This document is meant to serve as a bridge as the MPO transitions from the traditional 
transportation planning process to a more strategic PBPP.  This document describes: 

• National Goal Areas and Measures; 
• Federal Requirements; 
• Safety Goal Area and Targets; 
• Next steps for the MPO to build its PBPP practices, process, and policies. 

NATIONAL GOAL AREAS 

Highway Performance – 

Through the federal rulemaking process, the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) is 
requiring state DOTs and MPOs to monitor the transportation system using specific performance 
measures.  These measures are associated with the national goal areas prescribed in MAP-21 and 
the FAST Act. The following table describes these national goal areas, rulemakings, 
performance areas, and prescribed measures.   It should be noted that the MPO can take on 
additional measures beyond what is described, however, what is outlined on the next page must 
be addressed at a minimum.  
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 Highway Performance Measures 

 National Goal Performance Area Performance Measure 

PM
 1

 

Safety- 
To achieve a 
significant 
reduction in 
traffic fatalities 
and serious 
injuries on all 
public roads 

Injuries & Fatalities 

• Number of fatalities 
• Fatality rate (per 100 million 

vehicle miles traveled) 
• Number of serious injuries 
• Serious injury rate (per 100 

million vehicle miles traveled) 
• Number of non-motorized 

fatalities and non-motorized 
serious injuries 

PM
 2

 

Infrastructure 
Condition – 
To maintain the 
highway 
infrastructure 
asset system in a 
state of good 
repair 

Pavement Condition 

• Percentage of pavements on the 
Interstate System in Good 
condition 

• Percentage of pavements on the 
Interstate System in Poor 
condition 

• Percentage of pavements on the 
non-Interstate National Highway 
System (NHS) in Good 
condition 

• Percentage of pavements on the 
non-Interstate NHS in Poor 
condition 

Bridge Condition 

• Percentage of NHS bridges 
classified as in Good condition 

• Percentage of NHS bridges 
classified as in Poor condition 
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System 
Reliability - 
To improve the 
efficiency of the 
surface 
transportation 
system 

Performance of the 
National Highway 
System 

• Percent of person miles traveled 
on the Interstate System that are 
reliable 

• Percent of person miles traveled 
on the non-Interstate NHS that 
are reliable 

PM
 3

 

Freight Movement 
and Economic 
Vitality- 
To improve the 
National Highway 
Freight Network, 
strengthen the 
ability of rural 
communities to 
access national 
and international 
trade markets, 
and support 
regional economic 
development 

Freight Movement on 
the Interstate System 

• Truck Travel Time Reliability 
Index 

Congestion 
Reduction – 
To achieve a 
significant 
reduction in 
congestion on the 
National Highway 
System 

Traffic congestion 

• Annual hours of peak-hour 
excessive delay per capita 

• Percent of non-single-occupant 
vehicle travel 
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Environmental 
Sustainability* - 
To enhance the 
performance of 
the transportation 
system while 
protecting and 
enhancing the 
natural 
environment 

On-Road Mobile 
Source Emissions* 

Total emissions reduction* 

*only applies in non-attainment or 
maintenance areas over a prescribed 
population threshold.  Feel free to 
delete if it doesn’t apply to your MPO. 
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Transit Performance 

Recipients of public transit funds—which can include states, local authorities, and public 
transportation operators—are required to establish performance targets for safety and state of 
good repair; to develop transit asset management and transit safety plans; and to report on their 
progress toward achieving targets. Public transportation operators are directed to share 
information with MPOs and states so that all plans and performance reports are 
coordinated.   The table below identifies performance measures outlined in the National Public 
Safety Transportation Plan, released by the Federal Transit Administration (FTA), and in the 
final rule for transit asset management.  The MPO will be required to coordinate with public 
transit providers to set targets for these measures. 

  TRANSIT PERFORMANCE MEASURES   

National Goal  Transit Performance 
Area or Asset Category  Performance Measure  

Safety Fatalities  Total number of reportable* 
fatalities and rate per total vehicle 
revenue miles by mode 

Injuries Total number of reportable* injuries 
and rate per total vehicle revenue 
miles by mode 

Safety Events  Total number of reportable* events 
and rate per total vehicle revenue 
miles by mode 

System Reliability Mean distance between major 
mechanical failures by mode 

Infrastructure Condition 
(State of Good Repair: 
Transit Asset 
Management) 
  

Equipment Percentage of vehicles that have 
met or exceeded their Useful Life 
Benchmark (ULB) 

Rolling Stock Percentage of revenue vehicles 
within a particular asset class that 
have met or exceeded their ULB 
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Facilities Percentage of facilities within an 
asset class rated below 3.0 on the 
FTA Transit Economic 
Requirements Model scale 

 

INFRASTRUCTURE CONDITION TARGETS 

PERFORMANCE MEASURE 
STATEWIDE 
BASELINE 2-YEAR TARGET 

4-YEAR 
TARGET 

% OF INTERSTATE PAVEMENTS IN 
GOOD CONDITION 61.4% N/A 71.0% 

% OF INTERSTATE PAVEMENTS IN 
POOR CONDITION 1.7% N/A 3.0% 

% OF NON-INTERSTATE NHS 
PAVEMENTS IN GOOD CONDITION 10.3% 14.9% 21.1% 

% OF NON-INTERSTATE NHS 
PAVEMENTS IN POOR CONDITION 2.6% 4.3% 4.6% 

% OF NHS BRIDGES IN GOOD 
CONDITION 41.6% 42.2% 42.7% 

% OF NHS BRIDGES IN POOR 
CONDITION 4.2% 4.0% 6.0% 
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SYSTEM REALIABILITY TARGETS 

PERFORMANCE MEASURE 
STATEWIDE 
BASELINE 

2-YEAR 
TARGET 

4-YEAR 
TARGET 

% OF PERSON-MILES 
TRAVELED ON THE 
INTERSTATE THAT ARE 
RELIABLE 

94.8% 91.0% 90.0% 

% OF PERSON-MILES 
TRAVELED ON THE NON-
INTERSTATE NHS THAT ARE 
RELIABLE 

89.8% N/A 81.0% 

 

FREIGHT AND ECONOMIC VITALITY TARGET 

PERFORMANCE MEASURE 
STATEWIDE 
BASELINE 

2-YEAR 
TARGET 

4-YEAR 
TARGET 

TRUCK TRAVEL TIME 
RELIABILITY INDEX 1.34 1.36 1.45 

 

FEDERAL REQUIREMENTS 

Targets 

• The MPO is required to establish performance targets no later than 180 days after 
SCDOT or a public transportation operator sets performance targets.  

• For each performance measure, the Policy Committee will decide to commit to support a 
statewide target, or to establish a quantifiable target specific to the planning area.  

• SCDOT, MPOs, and public transit operators must coordinate targets for performance 
measures to ensure consistency to the maximum extent practicable.  

• ANATS will adopt the SCDOT performance targets  
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Reporting  

• The LRTP must describe the performance measures and targets, evaluate the performance 
of the transportation system, and report on progress made.  

• The TIP must link investment priorities to the targets in the LRTPs and describe, to the 
maximum extent practicable, the anticipated effect of the program toward achieving 
established targets.  

• The MPO must also report baseline roadway transportation system condition and 
performance data and progress toward the achievement of targets to SCDOT.  

Assessments 

• FHWA and FTA will not directly evaluate the MPO progress towards meeting targets for 
required performance measures. The MPOs performance will be assessed as part of 
regular cyclical transportation planning process reviews, including Transportation 
Management Area certification reviews, small MPO self-certification reviews, and the 
Federal Planning Finding associated with approval of the STIP.  

• FHWA will determine if SCDOT has met or made significant progress towards attaining 
the selected targets for the highway system. 

 
Transit Targets 
 

In 2012, MAP-21 mandated FTA to develop a rule establishing a strategic and systematic 
process of operating, maintaining, and improving public capital assets effectively through their 
entire life cycle. The TAM Final Rule 49 USC 625 became effective Oct. 1, 2016 and 
established four performance measures. The performance management requirements outlined in 
49 USC 625 Subpart D are a minimum standard for transit operators, and of these, three 
performance measures apply in SC:  rolling stock, equipment and vehicles.   

To meet these requirements, SCDOT has developed a Tier II Transit Asset Management (TAM) 
Group Plan for rural and small urban transit agencies, unless those agencies explicitly chose to 
develop their own TAM Plans. The Group Plan developed by SCDOT identifies only one unified 
target per performance measure type, to be applied to all transit agencies participating in the 
plan.  South Carolina’s large urban transit providers were previously notified that they are 
required to develop their own TAM Plans and must work directly with their respective MPOs 
and FTA, as applicable.  The Electric City Transit System is considered small urban and falls 
under the SCDOT’s TAM. 

SCDOT’s performance measures by class are as follows for SCDOT’s Group TAMP: 
  
Bus                  15% 
Cutaway          30% 
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Mini-van          20% 
Van                  20% 

SAFETY  

The State of South Carolina has the highest fatality rate in the nation, it is 67% higher than the 
national rate and 40% higher than the states in the southeast.  Reducing the number of 
transportation-related collisions, injuries, and fatalities—is the SCDOT’s highest priority and 
makes safety everyone’s business.   In 2011, the Director of the SC Department of Public Safety 
(SCDPS), who also serves as the Governor’s Representative for Highway Safety in South 
Carolina, announced the Agency’s goal of zero traffic‐related deaths for the State. This goal, also 
strongly supported by the South Carolina Department of Transportation (SCDOT) and the South 
Carolina Department of Motor Vehicles, became the starting point for the State’s update of the 
Strategic Highway Safety Plan (SHSP), entitled Target Zero.  Target zero is an aspirational target 
for South Carolina based on the philosophy that no fatalities are acceptable for any household.  
The state will set targets advancing towards this goal over the next 20-years.   

There are several factors to roadway safety, many are contributed to human behaviors that are 
personal decisions that could only be swayed by public education and enforcement campaigns.  
However, there are targeted safety improvements that can be tailored to individual corridors that 
can provide a driver with a more forgiving roadway.  These design considerations work to keep a 
vehicle on the road and/or allow the driver to safely recover the vehicle should it depart the 
roadway.  By focusing scarce resources on engineering solutions, South Carolina is striving to 
move the needle in a positive direction.  The MPO is a key partner in this process.  SCDOT has 
initiated a Rural Road Safety Program that will address and tailor safety solutions to high-risk 
rural corridors throughout the State.  The MPO will focus safety consideration on projects being 
implemented within the State’s urban areas. 
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SAFETY NEEDS  

Statewide Needs 
-The Strategic 
Highway Safety 
Plan (SHSP) is a 
statewide-
coordinated 
safety plan that 
provides a 
comprehensive 
framework for 
reducing 
highway 
fatalities and 
serious injuries 
on all public roads. An SHSP identifies a State's key safety needs and guides investment 
decisions toward strategies and countermeasures with the most potential to save lives and 
prevent injuries. 
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The Emphasis Areas presented in SC’s SHSP were identified using a data‐driven process 
consisting of extensive analysis of fatal and severe injury collision data from 2008 to 2012.  This 
analysis revealed the following emphasis areas for the State: Roadway Departure, Unrestrained 
Motor Vehicle Occupants, Speed‐Related, Vulnerable Roadway Users (Motorcyclists, 
Pedestrians, Moped Operators, and Bicyclists), Intersection and Other High Risk Roadway 
Locations (Work Zones and Railroad Crossings), Impaired Driving, Age‐Related (Young 
Drivers: 19‐24 years of age and Older Drivers: 65 or more years of age), Commercial Motor 
Vehicles/Heavy Trucks, and Safety Data Collection, Access, and Analysis. South Carolina’s 
SHSP titled Target Zero, can be found at http://www.sctargetzeroplan.org/.  The chart above 
represents the crashes related to each emphasis area, note a single crash may have multiple 

factors identified.  This chart has been updated from the SHSP based on the most current data. 
Night and Wet conditions, while not shown in this chart, are also examined due to associated 
contributions to the emphasis areas. 

Safety Needs within the MPO- SCDOT provided a safety workshop for the MPO with data 
specific to the MPO’s study area boundary, illustrated in the chart to the right.  Emphasis areas 
that can be influenced by roadway design considerations are shown in red.  These areas could be 
influenced by MPO policy as a project moves through the planning, programming, and delivery 
process. 

http://www.sctargetzeroplan.org/
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This workshop further examined the crash data just within the MPO area to provide some 
perspective on what safety problems the MPO is experiencing within the study area boundary.  
As this data is made available to the ANATS area we will add it to the plan.   

SAFETY TARGETS 

SCDOT was required to evaluate and report on safety targets for the five required measures 
beginning on August 31, 2017.  This action starts the 180 day clock for the MPO to take action 
to evaluate and set regionally specific targets or to accept and support the state’s targets.    

When setting safety performance targets for the state, statisticians performed extensive analysis 
of the data related to each measure (traffic fatalities and severe injuries and vehicle miles 
traveled).  South Carolina utilized a seven-data-point graphical analysis with a five-year rolling 
average. After the data points were plotted and graphical representations of the data were 
created, a trend line was added that could be used to predict future values. The trend lines were 
based on linear and non-linear equations with R-squared (best fit measure) values. 

Using the statistical models, statisticians were able to predict the values for the current year. 
Examining current and planned education and engineering safety initiatives, expected reductions 
in the number of fatalities and severe injuries were estimated, resulting in the calculation of the 
safety performance targets for the state. Staff from the SCDOT Traffic Engineering Office will 
meet with representatives from the MPO/COGs, delivering a presentation on target setting and  

 

how the state’s targets were established.  The following table shows the baseline information for 
the MPO, the State of South Carolina, and the National baseline.  The table also include the 
targets for the State of South Carolina. 

SAFETY TARGETS BASELINE (2017-2011Average) 

 Traffic 
Fatalities 

Fatality 
Rate* 

Severe 
Injuries 

Severe 
Injury 
Rate* 

Non-
motorized 

SC Baseline 1058.0 1.880 2859.0 5.073 458.0 

SC/MPO 
Targets 2019-
23 

1119.0 1.94 28.68 4.960 485 

MPO Stats 19.8 2.006 49.6 5.170 8.8 
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For the 2021 performance period, the MPO has elected to accept and support the State of 
South Carolina’s safety targets for all five safety performance measures.  This means the 
MPO will: 

• Address areas of concern for fatalities or serious injuries within the metropolitan 
planning area through coordination with SCDOT and incorporation of safety 
considerations on all projects; 

• Integrate safety goals, objectives, performance measures, and targets into the planning 
process; and 

• Include the anticipated effect toward achieving the targets noted above within the TIP, 
effectively linking investment priorities to safety target achievement.  

SAFETY Strategies 

1. Continue Improving Intersections to ensure dangerous turning movements are 
addressed. 

 

Asset Management 

In addition to ranking our projects using performance based criteria, ANATS also began an 
Asset Management process.  By looking at roads in our network in need of maintenance, we 
could identify our priorities and giver funding preference to the worst performing non-federal aid 
roads in our network.  Below is our asset management ranked list.  It is important to note funding 
for approximately twenty of these road improvements has been secured through the County 
Transportation Committee.  

NEXT STEPS FOR THE MPO TO BUILD ITS PBPP PRACTICES, PROCESS, AND 
POLICIES  

Additional Measures Coming soon  

In the future, the MPO will need to decide whether it will support state targets or set its own 
targets for other federally required performance measures related to infrastructure condition, 
system reliability, congestion reduction, freight movement and economic vitality, and 
environmental sustainability.  MPO staff will provide updated information as timelines for these 
other federally required performance measures are established.  The MPO will also choose 
whether to establish other (non-federally required) performance measures for other goal areas, 
and whether to develop targets for these measures.  
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As the MPO makes this action, the performance measures will be added to this document until 
the MPO undertakes it’s next LRTP update.   At that point, the MPO would fully integrate to a 
performance based LRTP, where this discussion is integrated within the elements of the LRTP 
and associated decision making processes. 
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General Requirements 

 

Public Notification 

Electric City Transit (ECT) shall provide information to the public regarding its Title 

VI obligations and apprise members of the public of the protections against 

discrimination, language assistance and special meetings afforded to them by Title 

VI.  This will be accomplished by publishing a notice in the local newspaper, flyers in 

the buses and on the website.  The contents of the notice shall include: 

1. A statement that the agency operates programs without regard to race, color, 

and national origin. 

2. A description of the procedures that members of the public should follow in 

order to request additional information about ECT’s Title VI obligations. 

3. A description of the procedures that members of the public should follow in 

order to file a discrimination complaint against ECT. 

 

Complaints 

In compliance with 49 CFR Section 21.9(b), ECT has developed procedures for 

investigating and tracking Title VI complaints filed against them.  Such procedures 

shall be made available to the public upon request.  ECT’s complaint procedures and 

complaint form are contained within the body of context. 

 

These procedures do not deny the right of the complainant to file formal complaints 

with other State or Federal agencies, or to seek private counsel for complaints 

alleging discrimination. These procedures are part of an administrative process that 

does not provide for remedies that include punitive damages or compensatory 

remuneration for the complainant. 

 



Every effort will be made to obtain early resolution of complaints at the lowest 

possible level. The option of informal mediation meeting(s) between the affected 

parties and the investigator may be utilized for resolution, at any stage of the process.  

 

ECT will make every effort to pursue a resolution of the complaint. Initial interviews 

with the complainant and the respondent will include requests for information 

regarding specific relief and settlement options. 

 

Procedure 

Any person who believes they have been discriminated against on the basis of race, 

color, or national origin by ECT may file a Title VI complaint by completing and 

submitting the agency’s Title VI Complaint Form.  ECT investigates complaints 

received no more than 180 days after the alleged incident. ECT will process 

complaints that are complete. 

 

Once the complaint is received, ECT will review it to determine if our office has 

jurisdiction. The complainant will receive an acknowledgement letter informing the 

complainant whether the complaint will be investigated by our office. 

 

ECT has 30 days to investigate the complaint. If more information is needed to 

resolve the case, the Authority may contact the complainant. The complainant has 

10 business days from the date of the letter to send requested information to the 

investigator assigned to the case. If the investigator is not contacted by the 

complainant or does not receive the additional information within 10 business days, 

ECT can administratively close the case. A case can be administratively closed also if 

the complainant no longer wishes to pursue their case. 

 

After the investigator reviews the complaint, they will issue one of two letters to the 

complainant: a closure letter or a letter of finding (LOF). A closure letter summarizes 

the allegations and states that there was not a Title VI violation and that the case will 

be closed. An LOF summarizes the allegations and the interviews regarding the 



alleged incident, and explains whether any disciplinary action, additional training of 

the staff member or other action will occur. If the complainant wishes to appeal the 

decision, they have 10 business days after the date of the letter or the LOF to do so. 

 

A person may also file a complaint directly with the Federal Transit Administration, 

at FTA Office of Civil Rights, 1200 New Jersey Avenue SE, Washington, DC 20590. 

 

Active Complaints 

During this Title VI Compliance review of ECT, there were no active lawsuits or 

complaints naming ECT alleging discrimination on the basis of race, color, or 

national origin with respect to service or other transit benefits. 

 

Public Participation Plan 

ECT shall seek out and consider viewpoints of minority, low-income and LEP 

populations in the course of conducting public outreach and involvement activities in 

regards to proposed transportation decisions.  ECT shall make every effort to include 

the following practices: 

1. Coordination with individuals, institutions, or organizations and 

implementing community-based public involvement strategies to reach out to 

members in the affected minority and/or low-income communities; 

2. Utilization of locations, facilities and meeting times that are convenient and 

accessible to low-income and minority communities 

 

In order to reach minority, low-income and LEP populations ECT will partner with 

local organizations such as: Hispanic Alliance, Anderson Housing Authority, The 

Dream Team and local churches. 

 

Consequently, within the last three years ECT has not had any increases in the fare 

structure or any other changes warranting public input, therefore no public meetings 

or hearings were conducted during this time.  Since there were no meetings or 

hearings there was no outreach to minority, low-income and LEP populations.  



 

LEP Language Assistance Plan 

ECT shall take steps to ensure meaningful access to the benefits, services, 

information and other important portions of programs and activities for individuals 

who are Limited English Proficient (LEP).  Currently ECT utilizes Google Translate 

for interpretation services via the phone app with passengers upon request.  If we are 

in need of translation services, we will contact a local company or a local college.  

These services will cover all applicable languages.   

 

Our largest and fastest growing population of LEP persons speaks Spanish. We will 

continue to monitor our population estimates using Census data as well as be 

attentive to obvious changes in the participation of LEP persons.  ECT has not had 

any requests for interpretation in the past three years.   

 

As more requests for language services come in, we will evaluate the effectiveness of 

our existing protocols and update them as necessary.  All employees and staff are 

trained to assist LEP persons.  Per policy, if an employee encounters someone who 

needs language assistance, the employee will figure out what language the person 

speaks by using the Google translate app.  Then, if an interpreter is needed, ECT will 

contact a local company or our local college to find an appropriate translator. 

  

Planning and Advisory Bodies 

ECT currently has no nonelected or appointed bodies that advise or govern it. 

 

Title VI Equity Analysis 

No Equity Analyses were conducted, as there were no activities performed by ECT 

that warranted such. 



Chapter IV Requirements 

Service Standards 

FTA requires all fixed route transit providers of public transportation to develop 

quantitative standards for the following indicators. Individual public transportation 

providers will set these standards; therefore, these standards will apply to each 

individual agency rather than across the entire transit industry. 

a. Vehicle load for each mode: Vehicles shall not exceed 150 percent of seating 

capacity.  

b. Vehicle headways for each mode: Regular transit routes shall operate a minimum 

of once each hour. 

c. On-time performance for each mode: Buses shall operate within zero minutes 

early to 5 minutes late at least 90 percent of the time. 

d. Service availability for each mode: The preferred distance between bus stops is 

every three blocks where practical. 

Service Policies 

FTA requires that all providers of fixed route public transportation develop qualitative 

policies for the following procedures. These policies are to be set by individual transit 

providers; therefore, these policies will apply to individual agencies rather than 

across the entire transit industry. 

 

Vehicle Assignment Policy 

It is ECT’s policy that all buses are rotated on all of the fixed routes regardless of age.  

All vehicles are equipped with air conditioning and bike racks. 

 

Transit Amenities Policy 

While existing locations shall be grandfathered, new shelter locations shall require a 

minimum of 15 daily boardings. 



Appendix A – Title VI Notice to the Public 
 

NOTICE TO BENEFICIARIES OF PROTECTION UNDER TITLE VI 

 

Non-discrimination Notice 

ECT provides services and operates programs without regard to race, color, and 

national origin in compliance with Title VI of the Civil Rights Act. Any person who 

believes they have been aggrieved by any unlawful discriminatory practice under 

Title VI may file a complaint with ECT. 

 

Request for Information 

ECT shall post this notice on its website.  To request additional information about 

ECT’s non-discrimination obligations, send your written request to:  

 

Keith Moody 

Transit Manager/Title VI Coordinator  

City of Anderson  

1100 Southwood Street 

Anderson, SC 29624   

kmoody@cityofandersonsc.com  

 

Complaint Process 

As a member of the general public if you desire to file a discrimination complaint 

under Title VI, you may file a written complaint with the City of Anderson’s Transit 

Manager/Title VI Coordinator or the Federal Transit Administration Office of Civil 

Rights, Attention: Title VI Program Coordinator, East Building, 5th Floor-TCR, 

1200 New Jersey Ave., SE, Washington, DC 20590. 



Appendix B – Discrimination Complaint Form 

 

You may attach any written materials or other information that you think is relevant to 

your complaint.  Signature and date required below 

 

________________________     _____________________ 

Signature   Date 

Please submit this form in person at the address below, or mail this form to: 

Keith Moody – Transit Manager/Title VI Coordinator 

City of Anderson  

1100 Southwood Street 

Anderson, SC 29624   

kmoody@cityofandersonsc.com 
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RANK PRIMARY SECONDARY
Public 
Safety- 

20%

Economic 
Development-

10%

Volume- 
25%

Truck 
Traffic-

10% 

Environmental 
Impact-10%

Traffic 
Status-
15%

Proformance 
Measurenent 
(Pavement & 

Signal 
condition)- 

10%

Score

SC 187 Whitehall Rd Ext. 0
Concord Rd N. Main/Whitehall 0
S. Main St Shockley Ferry Rd/Lewis St 0
Midway Rd Harriet Cir 0
Midway Rd Crestview Rd 0
Monroe St Market St 0.1 0.02
Quinn the Rail Road 0.1 0.02
Whitner St I St 0.1 0.02
Beltline Blvd Civic Center Blvd 0.1 0.02

1 Crestview Rd Vandiver Rd. 4 2 2 4 0.5 2 4 2.65
2 Whitehall Rd Old Asbury/ Green Pond Rds 2.5 0.5 3 3 2.5 3.5 3 2.675
3 Old Williamston Rd Simpson Rd 2.5 3.5 2.5 4 0.5 2.5 4 2.70
3 Old Williamston Rd Snow/Rogers Rds 2.5 3.5 2.5 4 0.5 2.5 4 2.70
4 Calhoun/Marchbanks Snow/Rogers Rds 2.5 2 2.5 4 0.5 3.5 4 2.7
5 N. Main St N. Boulevard/ N. Ave 3 3.5 2.5 3 0.5 3 3.5 2.725
5 Old Williamston Rd Crestview/ Cox Rds 2 3.5 3 3 1 3.5 3 2.725
5 Concord Rd Reed/Kings Rds 2 3.5 3 3 1 3.5 3 2.725

5 Concord Rd Brown Road 2 3.5 3 3 1 3.5 3 2.725
6 Glenwood Ave. W. North/Watson/Blair 2 3.5 2.5 4 1 4 3.5 2.825
7 Murray Ave W. Whitner 3.5 3.5 2 2 2.5 3.5 3.5 2.875
8 US 29 Murray Ave 3.5 3.5 2.5 2.5 0.5 3.5 5 3
9 US 29 Bypass Shirlane Dr. 2.5 3.5 3.5 3 1 4 3 3.025
10 Concord Rd McClellan Rd 2 4.5 3.5 4 1 4 3 3.125
11 SC 28 Bus George Albert Lake Rd 3 4.5 3.5 3.5 0.5 3.5 3 3.15
12 Belton Hwy Hwy 413 3 4.5 3 3.5 0.5 4 4 3.2
13 Hwy 29 North Snow Road 3 3.5 3.5 3.5 1 3.5 4 3.2
14 Whitehall Rd New Hope Rd 4 4 2.5 3 1 4 4 3.225
15 Concord Rd Mcgee/Shackleburg Rds 3.5 3.5 3.5 4 1 3.5 3 3.25
16 Concord Rd Dalrymple Rd 3 4 3.5 4 1 4 3 3.275
17 Salem Church Rd Camson/Deleware Rds 4 3 4 3.5 1 3.5 3 3.375
18 E. River St Plantation/Broadway Lake Rds 3.5 4 3.5 3 1 4 4 3.375
19 Hwy 187 Old Dobbins Bridge Rd 4 4 2.5 3 2 4.5 4 3.4
20 Concord Rd Sam McGee Rd 3.5 4 3.5 4 1 4 4 3.475
21 N. Main St/ HWY 20 W. Calhoun Rd/Calhoun Rd 4 4 3.5 3.5 1 4 4 3.525

2045 Long Range Intersection Ranking



Currently funded in TIP
On hold 



RANK PRIMARY COMMENTS
Public 
Safety- 

20%

Economic 
Development-

10%

Volume- 
25%

Truck 
Traffic-

10% 

Environ
mental 
Impact-

10%

Traffic 
Status-
15%

Proformance 
Measurenent 
(Pavement & 

Signal 
condition)- 

10%

Score

1 Clemson Boulevard Extend Sidewalk from Midtown no         2 1 1 1 3 2 4 1.85
2 Old Williamston Road Connect to existing sidewalk near 2.5 2 3 3 4 3 4 3
3 Calhoun Street Connect sidewalk to Elementary S  2.5 3.5 3 4 4 3.5 4 3.33

2045 Long Range Sidewalk Ranking
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ANATS 2045 Long Range Transportation Plan

1 / 46

Q1

Which intersections in the Anderson area do you feel are the most hazardous?

Old Williamston@Simpson Road

Huitt Road@ Dobins Bridge Road

Q2

Listed below are issues relating to bicycle and pedestrian movement. Please indicate how important each issue is to
you.

Walking and biking safety Somewhat Important

Providing bike trails and greenways Very Important

Bike lanes along roadways No Opinion

Commuting using bike or walking Somewhat Important

Q3

Below is a list of issues relating to roadway infrastructure. Please indicate how important each issue is to you.

Improving traffic signal timing and coordination Somewhat Important

Reducing or managing traffic congestion Somewhat Important

Reduce travel time Unimportant

Building new roads Unimportant

Building sidewalks, crosswalks and greenways Very Important

Walking and biking safety No Opinion

Providing public transit service Unimportant

Improving railroad crossings No Opinion

Widening existing streets No Opinion

Improving air quality by reducing traffic congestion No Opinion

Reducing traffic noise levels No Importance

#1#1
COMPLETECOMPLETE

Collector:Collector:   Web Link 1 Web Link 1 (Web Link)(Web Link)
Started:Started:   Wednesday, September 15, 2021 4:27:32 PMWednesday, September 15, 2021 4:27:32 PM
Last Modified:Last Modified:   Wednesday, September 15, 2021 4:30:52 PMWednesday, September 15, 2021 4:30:52 PM
Time Spent:Time Spent:   00:03:1900:03:19
IP Address:IP Address:   65.82.125.15165.82.125.151

Page 1: www.CityofAndersonSC.com
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Q4

Please list any other issues, problem area, or potential projects you may see for the future in the Anderson area.

We need additional sidewalks throughout the city/county.  I see too many people walking on or beside the road.  It's dangerous.



ANATS 2045 Long Range Transportation Plan
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Q1

Which intersections in the Anderson area do you feel are the most hazardous?

Hwy 187 and Dobbins Bridge Rd

Concord Rd/Main St/Whitehall Rd
Hwy 187 and Providence Church Rd

Q2

Listed below are issues relating to bicycle and pedestrian movement. Please indicate how important each issue is to
you.

Walking and biking safety Somewhat Important

Providing bike trails and greenways Very Important

Bike lanes along roadways Very Important

Commuting using bike or walking Somewhat Important

#2#2
COMPLETECOMPLETE

Collector:Collector:   Web Link 1 Web Link 1 (Web Link)(Web Link)
Started:Started:   Wednesday, September 15, 2021 4:29:32 PMWednesday, September 15, 2021 4:29:32 PM
Last Modified:Last Modified:   Wednesday, September 15, 2021 4:35:16 PMWednesday, September 15, 2021 4:35:16 PM
Time Spent:Time Spent:   00:05:4300:05:43
IP Address:IP Address:   75.130.148.975.130.148.9

Page 1: www.CityofAndersonSC.com
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Q3

Below is a list of issues relating to roadway infrastructure. Please indicate how important each issue is to you.

Improving traffic signal timing and coordination Very Important

Reducing or managing traffic congestion Very Important

Reduce travel time Somewhat Important

Building new roads Somewhat Important

Building sidewalks, crosswalks and greenways Very Important

Walking and biking safety Somewhat Important

Providing public transit service Very Important

Improving railroad crossings Somewhat Important

Widening existing streets Somewhat Important

Improving air quality by reducing traffic congestion Very Important

Reducing traffic noise levels Somewhat Important

Q4

Please list any other issues, problem area, or potential projects you may see for the future in the Anderson area.

Please get pedestrians and bikes on sidewalks and bike lanes. These roads are too dangerous for them.



ANATS 2045 Long Range Transportation Plan
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Q1

Which intersections in the Anderson area do you feel are
the most hazardous?

Respondent skipped this question

Q2

Listed below are issues relating to bicycle and pedestrian movement. Please indicate how important each issue is to
you.

Walking and biking safety Somewhat Important

Providing bike trails and greenways Somewhat Important

Bike lanes along roadways Unimportant

Commuting using bike or walking Unimportant

Q3

Below is a list of issues relating to roadway infrastructure. Please indicate how important each issue is to you.

Improving traffic signal timing and coordination Very Important

Reducing or managing traffic congestion Very Important

Reduce travel time Very Important

Building new roads Somewhat Important

Building sidewalks, crosswalks and greenways Somewhat Important

Walking and biking safety Somewhat Important

Providing public transit service No Opinion

Improving railroad crossings Somewhat Important

Widening existing streets Somewhat Important

Improving air quality by reducing traffic congestion Unimportant

Reducing traffic noise levels Unimportant

#3#3
COMPLETECOMPLETE

Collector:Collector:   Web Link 1 Web Link 1 (Web Link)(Web Link)
Started:Started:   Wednesday, September 15, 2021 4:32:53 PMWednesday, September 15, 2021 4:32:53 PM
Last Modified:Last Modified:   Wednesday, September 15, 2021 4:35:31 PMWednesday, September 15, 2021 4:35:31 PM
Time Spent:Time Spent:   00:02:3700:02:37
IP Address:IP Address:   128.92.68.34128.92.68.34

Page 1: www.CityofAndersonSC.com
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Q4

Please list any other issues, problem area, or potential
projects you may see for the future in the Anderson area.

Respondent skipped this question
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Q1

Which intersections in the Anderson area do you feel are the most hazardous?

Midway & Crestview

Q2

Listed below are issues relating to bicycle and pedestrian movement. Please indicate how important each issue is to
you.

Walking and biking safety Very Important

Providing bike trails and greenways Very Important

Bike lanes along roadways No Importance

Commuting using bike or walking No Opinion

Q3

Below is a list of issues relating to roadway infrastructure. Please indicate how important each issue is to you.

Improving traffic signal timing and coordination Somewhat Important

Reducing or managing traffic congestion Very Important

Reduce travel time Very Important

Building new roads No Opinion

Building sidewalks, crosswalks and greenways Somewhat Important

Walking and biking safety No Opinion

Providing public transit service No Opinion

Improving railroad crossings No Opinion

Widening existing streets Very Important

Improving air quality by reducing traffic congestion No Importance

Reducing traffic noise levels No Importance

#4#4
COMPLETECOMPLETE

Collector:Collector:   Web Link 1 Web Link 1 (Web Link)(Web Link)
Started:Started:   Wednesday, September 15, 2021 4:50:14 PMWednesday, September 15, 2021 4:50:14 PM
Last Modified:Last Modified:   Wednesday, September 15, 2021 4:53:17 PMWednesday, September 15, 2021 4:53:17 PM
Time Spent:Time Spent:   00:03:0300:03:03
IP Address:IP Address:   107.129.174.121107.129.174.121

Page 1: www.CityofAndersonSC.com
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Q4

Please list any other issues, problem area, or potential projects you may see for the future in the Anderson area.

People that have no business driving.
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Q1

Which intersections in the Anderson area do you feel are the most hazardous?

Oak hill drive and 81, 81 and Vandiver Road, Crestview and Midway Road.

Q2

Listed below are issues relating to bicycle and pedestrian movement. Please indicate how important each issue is to
you.

Walking and biking safety Very Important

Providing bike trails and greenways Very Important

Bike lanes along roadways Very Important

Commuting using bike or walking Very Important

Q3

Below is a list of issues relating to roadway infrastructure. Please indicate how important each issue is to you.

Improving traffic signal timing and coordination Very Important

Reducing or managing traffic congestion Very Important

Reduce travel time Somewhat Important

Building new roads Somewhat Important

Building sidewalks, crosswalks and greenways Very Important

Walking and biking safety Very Important

Providing public transit service Very Important

Improving railroad crossings Very Important

Widening existing streets Very Important

Improving air quality by reducing traffic congestion Very Important

Reducing traffic noise levels No Opinion

#5#5
COMPLETECOMPLETE

Collector:Collector:   Web Link 1 Web Link 1 (Web Link)(Web Link)
Started:Started:   Wednesday, September 15, 2021 5:44:48 PMWednesday, September 15, 2021 5:44:48 PM
Last Modified:Last Modified:   Wednesday, September 15, 2021 5:50:07 PMWednesday, September 15, 2021 5:50:07 PM
Time Spent:Time Spent:   00:05:1900:05:19
IP Address:IP Address:   75.130.149.11875.130.149.118

Page 1: www.CityofAndersonSC.com
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Q4

Please list any other issues, problem area, or potential projects you may see for the future in the Anderson area.

Safer street crossings at walking paths. I see people almost get hit every week. Maybe have a break between light changes just for 

people crossing the road. More roundabouts where there is heavy school traffic so it can flow smoother.  ♀ 



ANATS 2045 Long Range Transportation Plan
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Q1

Which intersections in the Anderson area do you feel are the most hazardous?

The one at Publix, really all of Greenville St is bad

Q2

Listed below are issues relating to bicycle and pedestrian movement. Please indicate how important each issue is to
you.

Walking and biking safety Somewhat Important

Providing bike trails and greenways Unimportant

Bike lanes along roadways Unimportant

Commuting using bike or walking Unimportant

Q3

Below is a list of issues relating to roadway infrastructure. Please indicate how important each issue is to you.

Improving traffic signal timing and coordination Very Important

Reducing or managing traffic congestion Very Important

Reduce travel time Very Important

Building new roads Very Important

Building sidewalks, crosswalks and greenways Very Important

Walking and biking safety Very Important

Providing public transit service Very Important

Improving railroad crossings Very Important

Widening existing streets Very Important

Improving air quality by reducing traffic congestion Very Important

Reducing traffic noise levels Very Important

#6#6
COMPLETECOMPLETE

Collector:Collector:   Web Link 1 Web Link 1 (Web Link)(Web Link)
Started:Started:   Wednesday, September 15, 2021 8:44:48 PMWednesday, September 15, 2021 8:44:48 PM
Last Modified:Last Modified:   Wednesday, September 15, 2021 8:50:49 PMWednesday, September 15, 2021 8:50:49 PM
Time Spent:Time Spent:   00:06:0000:06:00
IP Address:IP Address:   75.130.147.15075.130.147.150

Page 1: www.CityofAndersonSC.com
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Q4

Please list any other issues, problem area, or potential projects you may see for the future in the Anderson area.

We need more roundabouts and less cheap neighborhoods!



ANATS 2045 Long Range Transportation Plan
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Q1

Which intersections in the Anderson area do you feel are the most hazardous?

Concord Road and McGee Road near NewSpring

Concord Avenue and Concord Road

Q2

Listed below are issues relating to bicycle and pedestrian movement. Please indicate how important each issue is to
you.

Walking and biking safety Very Important

Providing bike trails and greenways Very Important

Bike lanes along roadways Somewhat Important

Commuting using bike or walking Somewhat Important

#7#7
COMPLETECOMPLETE

Collector:Collector:   Web Link 1 Web Link 1 (Web Link)(Web Link)
Started:Started:   Wednesday, September 15, 2021 9:18:46 PMWednesday, September 15, 2021 9:18:46 PM
Last Modified:Last Modified:   Wednesday, September 15, 2021 9:20:48 PMWednesday, September 15, 2021 9:20:48 PM
Time Spent:Time Spent:   00:02:0100:02:01
IP Address:IP Address:   75.139.89.18975.139.89.189

Page 1: www.CityofAndersonSC.com
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Q3

Below is a list of issues relating to roadway infrastructure. Please indicate how important each issue is to you.

Improving traffic signal timing and coordination Very Important

Reducing or managing traffic congestion Somewhat Important

Reduce travel time Somewhat Important

Building new roads Somewhat Important

Building sidewalks, crosswalks and greenways Very Important

Walking and biking safety Very Important

Providing public transit service Somewhat Important

Improving railroad crossings No Opinion

Widening existing streets Somewhat Important

Improving air quality by reducing traffic congestion Somewhat Important

Reducing traffic noise levels Somewhat Important

Q4

Please list any other issues, problem area, or potential
projects you may see for the future in the Anderson area.

Respondent skipped this question
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Q1

Which intersections in the Anderson area do you feel are
the most hazardous?

Respondent skipped this question

Q2

Listed below are issues relating to bicycle and pedestrian movement. Please indicate how important each issue is to
you.

Walking and biking safety Very Important

Providing bike trails and greenways Very Important

Bike lanes along roadways Somewhat Important

Commuting using bike or walking Somewhat Important

Q3

Below is a list of issues relating to roadway infrastructure. Please indicate how important each issue is to you.

Improving traffic signal timing and coordination Very Important

Reducing or managing traffic congestion Somewhat Important

Reduce travel time Somewhat Important

Building new roads Unimportant

Building sidewalks, crosswalks and greenways Somewhat Important

Walking and biking safety Very Important

Providing public transit service Somewhat Important

Improving railroad crossings Very Important

Widening existing streets Somewhat Important

Improving air quality by reducing traffic congestion Somewhat Important

Reducing traffic noise levels Unimportant

#8#8
COMPLETECOMPLETE

Collector:Collector:   Web Link 1 Web Link 1 (Web Link)(Web Link)
Started:Started:   Wednesday, September 15, 2021 9:46:04 PMWednesday, September 15, 2021 9:46:04 PM
Last Modified:Last Modified:   Wednesday, September 15, 2021 9:54:56 PMWednesday, September 15, 2021 9:54:56 PM
Time Spent:Time Spent:   00:08:5100:08:51
IP Address:IP Address:   108.81.1.215108.81.1.215

Page 1: www.CityofAndersonSC.com
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Q4

Please list any other issues, problem area, or potential
projects you may see for the future in the Anderson area.

Respondent skipped this question



ANATS 2045 Long Range Transportation Plan

17 / 46

Q1

Which intersections in the Anderson area do you feel are the most hazardous?

N Main & Concord Ave

Q2

Listed below are issues relating to bicycle and pedestrian movement. Please indicate how important each issue is to
you.

Walking and biking safety Very Important

Providing bike trails and greenways Very Important

Bike lanes along roadways Very Important

Commuting using bike or walking Very Important

Q3

Below is a list of issues relating to roadway infrastructure. Please indicate how important each issue is to you.

Improving traffic signal timing and coordination Very Important

Reducing or managing traffic congestion Very Important

Reduce travel time Somewhat Important

Building new roads Unimportant

Building sidewalks, crosswalks and greenways Very Important

Walking and biking safety Very Important

Providing public transit service Somewhat Important

Improving railroad crossings Somewhat Important

Widening existing streets Unimportant

Improving air quality by reducing traffic congestion Very Important

Reducing traffic noise levels Somewhat Important

#9#9
COMPLETECOMPLETE

Collector:Collector:   Web Link 1 Web Link 1 (Web Link)(Web Link)
Started:Started:   Wednesday, September 15, 2021 9:57:20 PMWednesday, September 15, 2021 9:57:20 PM
Last Modified:Last Modified:   Wednesday, September 15, 2021 9:58:48 PMWednesday, September 15, 2021 9:58:48 PM
Time Spent:Time Spent:   00:01:2800:01:28
IP Address:IP Address:   35.133.235.21535.133.235.215

Page 1: www.CityofAndersonSC.com
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Q4

Please list any other issues, problem area, or potential
projects you may see for the future in the Anderson area.

Respondent skipped this question
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Q1

Which intersections in the Anderson area do you feel are the most hazardous?

Main Street, Murray Avenue and Clemson Blvd - Belvedere Plaza

Shockley Ferry and Main Street - Watson Village

Main Street and Concord Rd - QT, Walgreens and CVS

Q2

Listed below are issues relating to bicycle and pedestrian movement. Please indicate how important each issue is to
you.

Walking and biking safety Very Important

Providing bike trails and greenways Very Important

Bike lanes along roadways Somewhat Important

Commuting using bike or walking Unimportant

#10#10
COMPLETECOMPLETE

Collector:Collector:   Web Link 1 Web Link 1 (Web Link)(Web Link)
Started:Started:   Thursday, September 16, 2021 11:12:44 AMThursday, September 16, 2021 11:12:44 AM
Last Modified:Last Modified:   Thursday, September 16, 2021 11:26:33 AMThursday, September 16, 2021 11:26:33 AM
Time Spent:Time Spent:   00:13:4800:13:48
IP Address:IP Address:   65.82.125.15165.82.125.151

Page 1: www.CityofAndersonSC.com



ANATS 2045 Long Range Transportation Plan

20 / 46

Q3

Below is a list of issues relating to roadway infrastructure. Please indicate how important each issue is to you.

Improving traffic signal timing and coordination Very Important

Reducing or managing traffic congestion Very Important

Reduce travel time Very Important

Building new roads Somewhat Important

Building sidewalks, crosswalks and greenways Somewhat Important

Walking and biking safety Somewhat Important

Providing public transit service Somewhat Important

Improving railroad crossings No Opinion

Widening existing streets Somewhat Important

Improving air quality by reducing traffic congestion Very Important

Reducing traffic noise levels Unimportant

Q4

Please list any other issues, problem area, or potential projects you may see for the future in the Anderson area.

Having bike/walking trail
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Q1

Which intersections in the Anderson area do you feel are
the most hazardous?

Respondent skipped this question

Q2

Listed below are issues relating to bicycle and pedestrian movement. Please indicate how important each issue is to
you.

Walking and biking safety Very Important

Providing bike trails and greenways Very Important

Bike lanes along roadways Very Important

Commuting using bike or walking Somewhat Important

Q3

Below is a list of issues relating to roadway infrastructure. Please indicate how important each issue is to you.

Improving traffic signal timing and coordination Very Important

Reducing or managing traffic congestion Very Important

Reduce travel time Very Important

Building new roads Somewhat Important

Building sidewalks, crosswalks and greenways Somewhat Important

Walking and biking safety Very Important

Providing public transit service Very Important

Improving railroad crossings Very Important

Widening existing streets Somewhat Important

Improving air quality by reducing traffic congestion Somewhat Important

Reducing traffic noise levels Somewhat Important

#11#11
COMPLETECOMPLETE

Collector:Collector:   Web Link 1 Web Link 1 (Web Link)(Web Link)
Started:Started:   Thursday, September 16, 2021 12:24:27 PMThursday, September 16, 2021 12:24:27 PM
Last Modified:Last Modified:   Thursday, September 16, 2021 12:27:02 PMThursday, September 16, 2021 12:27:02 PM
Time Spent:Time Spent:   00:02:3400:02:34
IP Address:IP Address:   65.82.125.15165.82.125.151

Page 1: www.CityofAndersonSC.com
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Q4

Please list any other issues, problem area, or potential
projects you may see for the future in the Anderson area.

Respondent skipped this question
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Q1

Which intersections in the Anderson area do you feel are the most hazardous?

N Main @ boulevard/North Ave

Q2

Listed below are issues relating to bicycle and pedestrian movement. Please indicate how important each issue is to
you.

Walking and biking safety Very Important

Providing bike trails and greenways Somewhat Important

Bike lanes along roadways No Opinion

Commuting using bike or walking No Opinion

Q3

Below is a list of issues relating to roadway infrastructure. Please indicate how important each issue is to you.

Improving traffic signal timing and coordination Very Important

Reducing or managing traffic congestion Very Important

Reduce travel time Very Important

Building new roads Somewhat Important

Building sidewalks, crosswalks and greenways Very Important

Walking and biking safety Very Important

Providing public transit service Very Important

Improving railroad crossings Somewhat Important

Widening existing streets Very Important

Improving air quality by reducing traffic congestion No Opinion

Reducing traffic noise levels No Opinion

#12#12
COMPLETECOMPLETE

Collector:Collector:   Web Link 1 Web Link 1 (Web Link)(Web Link)
Started:Started:   Thursday, September 16, 2021 12:28:22 PMThursday, September 16, 2021 12:28:22 PM
Last Modified:Last Modified:   Thursday, September 16, 2021 12:31:08 PMThursday, September 16, 2021 12:31:08 PM
Time Spent:Time Spent:   00:02:4600:02:46
IP Address:IP Address:   166.137.19.42166.137.19.42

Page 1: www.CityofAndersonSC.com
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Q4

Please list any other issues, problem area, or potential
projects you may see for the future in the Anderson area.

Respondent skipped this question
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Q1

Which intersections in the Anderson area do you feel are the most hazardous?

East market and Fant

Dickens avenue and East Orr street
Concord road and reed road

Q2

Listed below are issues relating to bicycle and pedestrian movement. Please indicate how important each issue is to
you.

Walking and biking safety Somewhat Important

Providing bike trails and greenways Somewhat Important

Bike lanes along roadways Unimportant

Commuting using bike or walking Unimportant

#13#13
COMPLETECOMPLETE

Collector:Collector:   Web Link 1 Web Link 1 (Web Link)(Web Link)
Started:Started:   Thursday, September 16, 2021 12:34:25 PMThursday, September 16, 2021 12:34:25 PM
Last Modified:Last Modified:   Thursday, September 16, 2021 12:43:17 PMThursday, September 16, 2021 12:43:17 PM
Time Spent:Time Spent:   00:08:5100:08:51
IP Address:IP Address:   65.82.125.15165.82.125.151

Page 1: www.CityofAndersonSC.com



ANATS 2045 Long Range Transportation Plan

26 / 46

Q3

Below is a list of issues relating to roadway infrastructure. Please indicate how important each issue is to you.

Improving traffic signal timing and coordination Very Important

Reducing or managing traffic congestion Somewhat Important

Reduce travel time Very Important

Building new roads Very Important

Building sidewalks, crosswalks and greenways Somewhat Important

Walking and biking safety Somewhat Important

Providing public transit service Somewhat Important

Improving railroad crossings No Importance

Widening existing streets Very Important

Improving air quality by reducing traffic congestion No Importance

Reducing traffic noise levels No Importance

Q4

Please list any other issues, problem area, or potential projects you may see for the future in the Anderson area.

Need bus lanes on Clemson blvd
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Q1

Which intersections in the Anderson area do you feel are the most hazardous?

Greenville and main 

Greenville and Murry 
East west park way and Clemson Blvd 

River and Gossett

Q2

Listed below are issues relating to bicycle and pedestrian movement. Please indicate how important each issue is to
you.

Walking and biking safety No Opinion

Providing bike trails and greenways No Opinion

Bike lanes along roadways No Opinion

Commuting using bike or walking No Opinion

#14#14
COMPLETECOMPLETE

Collector:Collector:   Web Link 1 Web Link 1 (Web Link)(Web Link)
Started:Started:   Thursday, September 16, 2021 1:16:26 PMThursday, September 16, 2021 1:16:26 PM
Last Modified:Last Modified:   Thursday, September 16, 2021 2:38:49 PMThursday, September 16, 2021 2:38:49 PM
Time Spent:Time Spent:   01:22:2301:22:23
IP Address:IP Address:   166.137.19.9166.137.19.9
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Q3

Below is a list of issues relating to roadway infrastructure. Please indicate how important each issue is to you.

Improving traffic signal timing and coordination Very Important

Reducing or managing traffic congestion Very Important

Reduce travel time Somewhat Important

Building new roads Very Important

Building sidewalks, crosswalks and greenways Somewhat Important

Walking and biking safety No Opinion

Providing public transit service No Importance

Improving railroad crossings Somewhat Important

Widening existing streets Very Important

Improving air quality by reducing traffic congestion Unimportant

Reducing traffic noise levels No Opinion

Q4

Please list any other issues, problem area, or potential
projects you may see for the future in the Anderson area.

Respondent skipped this question
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Q1

Which intersections in the Anderson area do you feel are the most hazardous?

McDuffie Street at Greenville Street

Shockley Ferry at S. Main Street

Q2

Listed below are issues relating to bicycle and pedestrian movement. Please indicate how important each issue is to
you.

Walking and biking safety Somewhat Important

Providing bike trails and greenways No Opinion

Bike lanes along roadways Unimportant

Commuting using bike or walking No Importance

Q3

Below is a list of issues relating to roadway infrastructure. Please indicate how important each issue is to you.

Improving traffic signal timing and coordination Very Important

Reducing or managing traffic congestion Somewhat Important

Reduce travel time Somewhat Important

Building new roads Unimportant

Building sidewalks, crosswalks and greenways Somewhat Important

Walking and biking safety Somewhat Important

Providing public transit service No Opinion

Improving railroad crossings Very Important

Widening existing streets Somewhat Important

Improving air quality by reducing traffic congestion No Opinion

Reducing traffic noise levels No Opinion

#15#15
COMPLETECOMPLETE

Collector:Collector:   Web Link 1 Web Link 1 (Web Link)(Web Link)
Started:Started:   Thursday, September 16, 2021 12:13:55 PMThursday, September 16, 2021 12:13:55 PM
Last Modified:Last Modified:   Thursday, September 16, 2021 3:51:29 PMThursday, September 16, 2021 3:51:29 PM
Time Spent:Time Spent:   03:37:3403:37:34
IP Address:IP Address:   65.82.125.15165.82.125.151
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Q4

Please list any other issues, problem area, or potential projects you may see for the future in the Anderson area.

Vehicles parked in the street in front of a residence is a problem, especially on narrow streets. Another problem area is the congestion 

at the very close intersections between N. Main and North Avenue, and N. Main and Boulevard.
 Also I see a need for more turn lanes/turn arrows at some intersections. An example of this would be Murray and Market. Another 

would be Murray and Whitner.



ANATS 2045 Long Range Transportation Plan

31 / 46

Q1

Which intersections in the Anderson area do you feel are the most hazardous?

it’s not really an intersection but people pull out around and never both chick-fil-a restaurants.  It’s terrible. It is especially dangerous 

on Greenville Street.

Q2

Listed below are issues relating to bicycle and pedestrian movement. Please indicate how important each issue is to
you.

Walking and biking safety Very Important

Providing bike trails and greenways Very Important

Bike lanes along roadways Very Important

Commuting using bike or walking Very Important

Q3

Below is a list of issues relating to roadway infrastructure. Please indicate how important each issue is to you.

Improving traffic signal timing and coordination Very Important

Reducing or managing traffic congestion Very Important

Reduce travel time Somewhat Important

Building new roads Unimportant

Building sidewalks, crosswalks and greenways Very Important

Walking and biking safety Very Important

Providing public transit service Very Important

Improving railroad crossings Somewhat Important

Widening existing streets No Opinion

Improving air quality by reducing traffic congestion Very Important

Reducing traffic noise levels Very Important

#16#16
COMPLETECOMPLETE

Collector:Collector:   Web Link 1 Web Link 1 (Web Link)(Web Link)
Started:Started:   Friday, September 17, 2021 6:53:32 AMFriday, September 17, 2021 6:53:32 AM
Last Modified:Last Modified:   Friday, September 17, 2021 7:04:48 AMFriday, September 17, 2021 7:04:48 AM
Time Spent:Time Spent:   00:11:1500:11:15
IP Address:IP Address:   108.76.165.172108.76.165.172
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Q4

Please list any other issues, problem area, or potential projects you may see for the future in the Anderson area.

We need to fix our current road with all the potholes.
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Q1

Which intersections in the Anderson area do you feel are the most hazardous?

N Main with N Bvld and North Ave

E Greenville and N McDuffie
E River and S Fant

Q2

Listed below are issues relating to bicycle and pedestrian movement. Please indicate how important each issue is to
you.

Walking and biking safety Somewhat Important

Providing bike trails and greenways Unimportant

Bike lanes along roadways Unimportant

Commuting using bike or walking Unimportant

#17#17
COMPLETECOMPLETE

Collector:Collector:   Web Link 1 Web Link 1 (Web Link)(Web Link)
Started:Started:   Friday, September 17, 2021 2:03:27 PMFriday, September 17, 2021 2:03:27 PM
Last Modified:Last Modified:   Friday, September 17, 2021 2:10:37 PMFriday, September 17, 2021 2:10:37 PM
Time Spent:Time Spent:   00:07:0900:07:09
IP Address:IP Address:   65.82.125.15165.82.125.151
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Q3

Below is a list of issues relating to roadway infrastructure. Please indicate how important each issue is to you.

Improving traffic signal timing and coordination Very Important

Reducing or managing traffic congestion Very Important

Reduce travel time Somewhat Important

Building new roads No Opinion

Building sidewalks, crosswalks and greenways No Opinion

Walking and biking safety Somewhat Important

Providing public transit service Unimportant

Improving railroad crossings Very Important

Widening existing streets Very Important

Improving air quality by reducing traffic congestion Unimportant

Reducing traffic noise levels Unimportant

Q4

Please list any other issues, problem area, or potential projects you may see for the future in the Anderson area.

Very limited to no Access for emergency vehicles on Main St in the Historic district.
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Q1

Which intersections in the Anderson area do you feel are the most hazardous?

All the ones up Clemson blvd and north main

Q2

Listed below are issues relating to bicycle and pedestrian movement. Please indicate how important each issue is to
you.

Walking and biking safety Very Important

Providing bike trails and greenways No Opinion

Bike lanes along roadways No Opinion

Commuting using bike or walking No Opinion

Q3

Below is a list of issues relating to roadway infrastructure. Please indicate how important each issue is to you.

Improving traffic signal timing and coordination Very Important

Reducing or managing traffic congestion Very Important

Reduce travel time Very Important

Building new roads Very Important

Building sidewalks, crosswalks and greenways Somewhat Important

Walking and biking safety No Opinion

Providing public transit service No Opinion

Improving railroad crossings No Opinion

Widening existing streets Very Important

Improving air quality by reducing traffic congestion No Opinion

Reducing traffic noise levels No Opinion

#18#18
COMPLETECOMPLETE

Collector:Collector:   Web Link 1 Web Link 1 (Web Link)(Web Link)
Started:Started:   Tuesday, September 21, 2021 6:36:31 PMTuesday, September 21, 2021 6:36:31 PM
Last Modified:Last Modified:   Tuesday, September 21, 2021 6:40:07 PMTuesday, September 21, 2021 6:40:07 PM
Time Spent:Time Spent:   00:03:3600:03:36
IP Address:IP Address:   166.137.19.12166.137.19.12
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Q4

Please list any other issues, problem area, or potential projects you may see for the future in the Anderson area.

Very difficult responding to emergency calls on north main and Clemson blvd
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Q1

Which intersections in the Anderson area do you feel are the most hazardous?

Clemson Blvd and Connector;

Road beside the new Chick Fil A on Clemson Blvd - can't get out of the parking lot of the stores due to all the cars trying to get into 
Chick Fil A.

Q2

Listed below are issues relating to bicycle and pedestrian movement. Please indicate how important each issue is to
you.

Walking and biking safety Very Important

Providing bike trails and greenways Somewhat Important

Bike lanes along roadways Somewhat Important

Commuting using bike or walking No Opinion

#19#19
COMPLETECOMPLETE

Collector:Collector:   Web Link 1 Web Link 1 (Web Link)(Web Link)
Started:Started:   Wednesday, September 22, 2021 3:29:56 PMWednesday, September 22, 2021 3:29:56 PM
Last Modified:Last Modified:   Wednesday, September 22, 2021 3:32:55 PMWednesday, September 22, 2021 3:32:55 PM
Time Spent:Time Spent:   00:02:5900:02:59
IP Address:IP Address:   65.82.125.15165.82.125.151

Page 1: www.CityofAndersonSC.com
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Q3

Below is a list of issues relating to roadway infrastructure. Please indicate how important each issue is to you.

Improving traffic signal timing and coordination Very Important

Reducing or managing traffic congestion Very Important

Reduce travel time Very Important

Building new roads Very Important

Building sidewalks, crosswalks and greenways Somewhat Important

Walking and biking safety Somewhat Important

Providing public transit service Somewhat Important

Improving railroad crossings No Opinion

Widening existing streets Somewhat Important

Improving air quality by reducing traffic congestion No Opinion

Reducing traffic noise levels No Opinion

Q4

Please list any other issues, problem area, or potential
projects you may see for the future in the Anderson area.

Respondent skipped this question
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Q1

Which intersections in the Anderson area do you feel are the most hazardous?

Concord Ave/ Concord Rd

N. Fant / Mauldin

Q2

Listed below are issues relating to bicycle and pedestrian movement. Please indicate how important each issue is to
you.

Walking and biking safety Very Important

Providing bike trails and greenways Somewhat Important

Bike lanes along roadways Somewhat Important

Commuting using bike or walking No Opinion

Q3

Below is a list of issues relating to roadway infrastructure. Please indicate how important each issue is to you.

Improving traffic signal timing and coordination Somewhat Important

Reducing or managing traffic congestion Very Important

Reduce travel time Somewhat Important

Building new roads Somewhat Important

Building sidewalks, crosswalks and greenways Somewhat Important

Walking and biking safety Somewhat Important

Providing public transit service Somewhat Important

Improving railroad crossings Somewhat Important

Widening existing streets Somewhat Important

Improving air quality by reducing traffic congestion Somewhat Important

Reducing traffic noise levels Unimportant

#20#20
COMPLETECOMPLETE

Collector:Collector:   Web Link 1 Web Link 1 (Web Link)(Web Link)
Started:Started:   Wednesday, September 22, 2021 4:38:07 PMWednesday, September 22, 2021 4:38:07 PM
Last Modified:Last Modified:   Wednesday, September 22, 2021 4:41:57 PMWednesday, September 22, 2021 4:41:57 PM
Time Spent:Time Spent:   00:03:5000:03:50
IP Address:IP Address:   65.82.125.15165.82.125.151

Page 1: www.CityofAndersonSC.com
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Q4

Please list any other issues, problem area, or potential projects you may see for the future in the Anderson area.

Traffic around schools.
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Q1

Which intersections in the Anderson area do you feel are
the most hazardous?

Respondent skipped this question

Q2

Listed below are issues relating to bicycle and pedestrian movement. Please indicate how important each issue is to
you.

Walking and biking safety Very Important

Providing bike trails and greenways Very Important

Bike lanes along roadways Very Important

Commuting using bike or walking Very Important

Q3

Below is a list of issues relating to roadway infrastructure. Please indicate how important each issue is to you.

Improving traffic signal timing and coordination Very Important

Reducing or managing traffic congestion Somewhat Important

Reduce travel time Somewhat Important

Building new roads No Opinion

Building sidewalks, crosswalks and greenways Very Important

Walking and biking safety Somewhat Important

Providing public transit service Somewhat Important

Improving railroad crossings Somewhat Important

Widening existing streets Somewhat Important

Improving air quality by reducing traffic congestion Very Important

Reducing traffic noise levels Somewhat Important

#21#21
COMPLETECOMPLETE

Collector:Collector:   Web Link 1 Web Link 1 (Web Link)(Web Link)
Started:Started:   Thursday, September 23, 2021 9:45:29 AMThursday, September 23, 2021 9:45:29 AM
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Time Spent:Time Spent:   00:52:4200:52:42
IP Address:IP Address:   65.82.125.15165.82.125.151
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Q4

Please list any other issues, problem area, or potential
projects you may see for the future in the Anderson area.

Respondent skipped this question
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Q1

Which intersections in the Anderson area do you feel are the most hazardous?

Crest view/Midway

Simpson/Old Williamston
Simpson/Midway

Q2

Listed below are issues relating to bicycle and pedestrian movement. Please indicate how important each issue is to
you.

Walking and biking safety No Importance

Providing bike trails and greenways No Importance

Bike lanes along roadways No Importance

Commuting using bike or walking No Importance

#22#22
COMPLETECOMPLETE

Collector:Collector:   Web Link 1 Web Link 1 (Web Link)(Web Link)
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Last Modified:Last Modified:   Tuesday, September 28, 2021 9:15:53 PMTuesday, September 28, 2021 9:15:53 PM
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Q3

Below is a list of issues relating to roadway infrastructure. Please indicate how important each issue is to you.

Improving traffic signal timing and coordination Very Important

Reducing or managing traffic congestion Very Important

Reduce travel time Very Important

Building new roads Very Important

Building sidewalks, crosswalks and greenways Unimportant

Walking and biking safety Unimportant

Providing public transit service Unimportant

Improving railroad crossings Unimportant

Widening existing streets Very Important

Improving air quality by reducing traffic congestion Very Important

Reducing traffic noise levels Very Important

Q4

Please list any other issues, problem area, or potential projects you may see for the future in the Anderson area.

Please focus on areas around schools.  I have seen several issue with buses not being able to turn properly because of the conditions 
of roads and intersections.  The more houses that are concentrated in an area like an intersection around school zones, the worse the 

traffic will become.
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Q1

Which intersections in the Anderson area do you feel are the most hazardous?

Corcord & McClellan Rd (switchback)

Q2

Listed below are issues relating to bicycle and pedestrian movement. Please indicate how important each issue is to
you.

Walking and biking safety Very Important

Providing bike trails and greenways Very Important

Bike lanes along roadways Very Important

Commuting using bike or walking Very Important

Q3

Below is a list of issues relating to roadway infrastructure. Please indicate how important each issue is to you.

Improving traffic signal timing and coordination No Opinion

Reducing or managing traffic congestion Somewhat Important

Reduce travel time No Opinion

Building new roads No Opinion

Building sidewalks, crosswalks and greenways Very Important

Walking and biking safety Very Important

Providing public transit service Unimportant

Improving railroad crossings No Opinion

Widening existing streets Unimportant

Improving air quality by reducing traffic congestion Unimportant

Reducing traffic noise levels Unimportant

#23#23
COMPLETECOMPLETE

Collector:Collector:   Web Link 1 Web Link 1 (Web Link)(Web Link)
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Last Modified:Last Modified:   Tuesday, February 01, 2022 11:14:00 AMTuesday, February 01, 2022 11:14:00 AM
Time Spent:Time Spent:   00:08:0600:08:06
IP Address:IP Address:   108.250.190.90108.250.190.90

Page 1: www.CityofAndersonSC.com



ANATS 2045 Long Range Transportation Plan

46 / 46

Q4

Please list any other issues, problem area, or potential projects you may see for the future in the Anderson area.

East-West connector, the landing crossing Clemson is small for 1-bike.  Add cameras to parking lots of E-West connector parking.  

Need gov support for e-city Rail to Trail from AU to Belton (connect to Bubble Gum)
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