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COG established the Cooperative Forecasting Program
in 1975 to develop consistent local and regional growth

forecasts

cooperative forecasting
Summary Report —1976

The Metropolitan Growth Policy Program
Métropalitan Washington Council of Governments

Decenibér 1976

Growth Trends to 2030:

Cooperative Forecasting in the Washington Region

Fall 2007
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COG and the Natlonal Capltal Reglon Transportatlon

Planning Board (TPB) launch the most extensive
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COG initiated the Partnership for
Regional Excellence in 1992

200 membezrs
1/3 public officials
*1/3 private sector representatives
*1/3 civic leaders

The Partnership conducts a
series of town meetings and
recommends:

 better integration of transportation,
land use, and environmental planning;

 quality of life initiatives like
affordable housing, safer
neighborhoods and good schools; and

» working together to maintain a strong
regional economy



In 1998, the National Capital Region Transportation
Planning Board (TPB) adopted its Vision

“The transportation system will provide
reasonable access at reasonable cost to
everyone...”

“...include a healthy regional core and
dynamic regional activity centers...”

“...achieve better inter-jurisdictional
coordination of transportation and land use
planning...”
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Reality Check on Growth

n Reality

Envisioning our region’s growth

ULl Washingion

February 2005 — ULI Washington, Washington Smart Growth
Alliance, COG and others co-sponsor 1-day event

300 Participants - 1/3 Government, 1/3 Business, 1/3 Civic

COG’s Cooperative Forecasts of jobs, people and housing were
the baseline growth assumptions

Participants “re-allocated” 1.6 million jobs and 2 million people
to COG’s Regional Activity Centers and other locations using
LEGOs to represent jobs and housing



Common Principles Identified by
Participants at Reality Check

n Reality

Envisioning our region’s growth

ULl Washingion

Preserve and Protect open space

Focus development near transit stations

Maintain jobs-housing balance

Concentrate development along transportation corridors
Concentrate development around existing town centers
Create mixed use nodes

Develop east side of region

Offer more housing choices



Greater Washington Board of Trade
Potomac Conference 2006 Winter Meeting

» Topic: “A Conversation About Our Region’s Future” follow
on to February 2005 Reality Check

» 145 Leaders from private, non-profit and public sectors

* Overview of lessons learned from other regions who are
implementing visioning programs

* Reviewed Greater Washington growth projections and
implications including federal perspective

GRLEATER WASHINGTON

Board of Trade

POTOMATCL
CONFERENCE



IF WE HAD A VISION:
“What would you expect will be different in 5, 10,
20 orx 50 years if we had a visioning process?”

* Improved transportation/mobility

* Regional balance (in housing, jobs and schools)
* Improved environmental quality

* Better regional land use planning

GRLEATER WASHINGTON

Board of Trade

POTOMATCL
CONFERENCE



Envision Greater Washington

Moving Our Region Forward. Together. Now.

RECOMMENDATIONS TO THE:
Metropolitan Washington Councll of Governments | Greater Washington Board of Trade | Community Foundation for the Mational Capital Region

2006 - COG, the Board of Trade and
the Community Foundation
convened to make recommendations
on a proposal to launch a regional
visioning campaign, known as
Envision Greater Washington.

Issues Raised include:

* Traffic congestion

* High housing prices

* Loss of open space

* Maintaining quality of life
* Better schools

* Economic opportunities



In May 2007, COG held a 50" Anniversary “Futures Forum?”

Charting the Future of the
National Capital Region
1957= 20072057
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Greater Washington 2050

April 20017

— COG Board briefed on “Envision Greater Washington”

— Board adopts Resolution R34-07, charging Metropolitan
Development Policy Committee (MDPC) with identifying
alternatives to address the issues raised by EGW

September
— MDPC briefs COG Board on Greater Washington 2050 — an
action-oriented, multi-sector initiative to be housed at COG

— COG Board adopts Resolution R62-07 approving Greater
Washington 2050 concept and directs MDPC to develop work
program, governance structure and budget by December



Proposed Work Program for
Greater Washington 2050

Hon. Sharon Bulova
Chair, Greater Washington 2050
Vice Chair, Fairfax County Board of Supervisors
February 21, 2008
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Greater Washington 2050

December 2007

— COG Board approves the proposed work program, budget and
governance structure for Greater Washington 2050.

January 2008

— The COG Board invites active participation from
representatives of the public sector, and business, civic and
environmental advocacy organizations.

February 2008

— First meeting of Greater Washington 2050 Coalition.

July 2009

— Final meeting and recommended outcomes of Greater
Washington 2050 Coalition.



Greater Washington 2050 Coalition

Business
Civic

Environmental

Metropolitan Development Policy Committee
Transportation Planning Board

Metropolitan Washington Air Quality Committee
Ches. Bay & Water Resources Policy Committee
Human Services Policy Committee

Climate Change Steering Committee

Business, Civic
and Advocacy

Technical
Advisory
Members

Governor / State
Agencies

Federal
Government

Planning Directors Technical Advisory Committee

TPB Technical Committee

MWAQC Technical Advisory Committee

Water Resources Technical Committee

National Capital Planning
Commission

District of Columbia

State of Maryland
» Governor
» General Assembly

Commonwealth of Virginia
» Governor
» General Assembly




Greater Washington 2050

Establish a Greater Washington 2050 Coalition with broad
public, business and civic participation to:

« oversee the initiative for 18 months
 develop a Greater Washington 2050 Compact

200 310 MILE HIGH COMPACT

THIS AGREEMENT is made ard entered into this T0# day cgf':’m qust 2000, purswart fo Article X1V, Section 18(2Ha) cJ_."f.f_la' Corsti
tution of Colorade and Section 29-1-203 of the Colorado Revised Statutes, by and among the cities and totwns of the State of Colorado, and the
courties cJ_."l.'_'.'JJ'chuiicJ. bodies politic organized wnder and existing by virtuwe qf'f.f_'i' laawira ‘Jf the State Ji' Colorado.

I. WHEREAS, the Cities arnd Cowrties reqognize that growth and development decisions can impact neighboring jurisdictions arnd the
region; ard

II. WHEREAS, Metro Vision 2020, collaboratively oreated by DRCOG members, business, environmental and neighborhood leaders:
provides a regional framework for local decisions on growth and development within the Denver Regional Goundl of
(DROOG) region; and

erH e s

III. WHEREAS, the Cities and Couwrnties are willin by tor rrake a ._.JrHan'rHr_'nl‘ to the accommodation and encouragerent of planned growth
revet of “the quality of ‘Iife, to the protection of the
the ecorormic g .Fll'J'l'f_l.- cgf'f.f_la'l'r r.'.'.s‘.tlat tive commmunities and the region: ard

orment, a r.'.'i o f.f_l.'.' l[IchchJi‘lL':w N

IV, Tciency rl" r-.lul:fl u-\Jhill’n.lfl'JP RO k

I‘L’HERE'-‘!.S the C |r|= s ard Counties :u.:l;l-.lrr Il:u'.Jr*. reed l;hmll'l'I .,lmi !r.' |.i'.|'x3|lml="’|f fo i ze e

[PrrOrr

V1. WHEREAS, the Cities and Couretie:
their commitment to ads
as a whole.

orth the privciples defined herein that illustrate
ess the r...lrurr. ard location -.Ji‘ groith u'n‘"lm rf'='1r irndividual and overlapping jurisdictions and the region

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the mudual promises and covenants wontained herein, the undersigred Cities and Counties
(heretrnafter referred to as we) agree asfollows:

1. Metro Vision 20200 We acknowledge that Metro Vision 2020 is the comprehensive guide for the development of the region.
Moreover, we agree that Metro Vision 2020 is a dynamic document that refie 1ges ir the regrion.
2. Comprehensive/ Master Plan, We acknoeledge that comprefiensive/master plans are oritical fools in translating the community’s vision into more speci
policies arud progrants to marage ¢ lovg-range grotwth oo erl with the communities” and the region’s . We agree to develop and approve ..-:ierrg'f';'n sivref
riaster Plans for each of our respective communitios and to update these plans on a regular basis, as determined by each furiadiction.

3. Comprehensive/ Master Plan Principles. We recogrnize that there are L'r'_'rf.'.ll'n'_.‘i loprrrie vt qf'u comprel

[ principles that guide the
aivne/master Plans:

sive/master plart. We

agree to rely on the follmwing princples in developing or amending our compre)



Greater Washington 2050

Review and synthesize existing goals, plans and
“visions” to guide elements of the Compact, including:

e landuse

* economic growth

* environmental quality
 transportation

« affordable housing

* population and demographics
e health

* climate and energy

g
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Greater Washington 2050

Commission a survey to determine attitudes about e,
growth and quality of life issues in the Washington .

region, as an additional tool to develop the Greater =
Washington 2050 Compact

Percentage of Residents in the Greater Washington Rating the Greater Washington Region as a Place
Region Who Say Traffic Congestion Impacts Their to Live: August 2001 and November 2001
Quality of Life
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Rating the Effectiveness of the Region’s Leadership in

Addressing Regional Problems, Compared with Leaders . August 2001 I ot i e
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Greater Washington 2050

Define other quantitative and qualitative measures —
water quality, air quality, affordable housing, etc. - to
assess the effectiveness of the TPB Regional Mobility
and Accessibility Study growth scenarios

Jobs Qut & T somom )
Households In Region

m Scenarios Undivided

What if people lived A= 0l Scenario

closer to their jobs?

What If there were more

) More
Transit- Households
Oriented Scenario

Development
S:ena_rio

What if more peopl

What if more people who
work here lived here?

o
lived and worked closer




Greater Washington 2050

Commit to the Greater Washington 2050 Compact, including
basic tenets of:

* long-range planning of at least 40 years
 timely implementation of the goals

* creative financing of public infrastructure and enhanced
governmental services to achieve the goals

« development of inter-jurisdictional projects and agreements where
necessary to achieve the goals




Greater Washington 2050

Devise metrics to assess pro

goals of the Compact.
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Objectives

This General Plan makes a chear distinetion betwesn the character of the Developed
Tier and that of the Developing Tier and the Fural Tier. Within the Developed and
Developing Tiers, a policy overlay lor Centers and Corridors focuses on specific
arems where more intense development is encouraged to take advantsge of pubdic
imvestments in transportation faciliies. Although there will be some overlap, the
history of each Teer, and the opportunities for the iture in each Tier, require diferent
orientstions and strabegies.

This General Plan establishes objectives or benchmark measures that will be used 1o
gaiage the success of its implemertation. Table 1 sursenarizes the county’s objectives and
their relatsonship 1o each of the Tiers, the Centers and the Corridors. The sections
that follow describe the cousty's policies and sirategies 1o achieve these objectives.

Table 1: General Plan Objectives

gress in achieving the

Objectives Tiers

Doveloped [ Developing |

Rural

Corridors

Development Pattern

Caplure 3 designated pescentage of the county's ~33% 6%
dweling it growth by 2025 within each Tier

Captre 3 designated percentage of each Ters = 508 =20%
housing growth by 2025 in Centers of Comidors,

Incorporate appropriate pedestrian, bicyck: and moss
traesit-onented fesures n dl new development wathin
Centers and Corridors.

Protect a countymde average of 1,500 acres per year
of agricubural, strabegic forest, or other semsitive lands. ™
theow we of the Rural Legacy Program, county-

funded acquiitions, and other conser vation programs,

Environmental Infrastructure

Frotect, preserve, eshance andlor restore desigrated
green nfrastructure components by 2025,

Protect and enhance water quality in watersheds by ot
& i, maistaning the 2001 condition ratings of L ] L]
Al watersheds countywide.

Meet or exceed the following forest and tree cover 6% 8%
qoals within each Tier and countywide by 2025.

6%

Prince George's County Approved General Plan

Objectives

Developed | Developing |  Rural

Promote an swareniss of emironmentsl ssues relited
10 land wse thiough e provision of emironmental
education andlor stiwardship programs.

Transportation Systems

Incraase werage asomobile oooupancy by 25 percent
by 2025,

Redlioce average commuter wehiche miles traveked
countywido by 25 perent by 2025,

Incroase e proportion of il trips by 25 porcont
by 2025,

Recluco privita aulomobil dopendency particutarly for
single-occupant vwehick (SOV) trips

Site and plan now dovelopent and redalization 1o
genetalo adl tidorship that helps schiew The cost
recower y Lrgets establishod by the county Fve-Yoar
Trarsit Marstor Plan (TMP),

Incroase public unding of transportation infrastnchee
in the Developed Tier.

Increase public funding and altract and encourage
more private funding of tramponaton nfrastrchors in
Divsloping Tir Contars and Corridors,

Encourage and increase Be proportion of private sector
funding of needed Wasporaion inlpstcLEs in the
Dievedonping aned Bural Thors outside of Centies and
Conidors,

Incorparate appropriate podestrian, bicyck and
tramit-orientod design (TOD) and tramsit-supporting
design (TS beatures in al new development within
Centers and Comridors.

Plan i divelopment o help achien e objectives
of the Countywide Trak Plan and Equestiin
Addendum.

Ensure lunding o achiewe the ohjectives of the Tralk
Plan and Stato Priority List

Incroasa traks hunding by cne percont of the total
county rasportation budget fechuding developer
Tuncting). Give priceity 1o irails that function &
raneportation faciites of a ks b other ramportation
Fac i,

Prince George's County Appraved General Plan



Greater Washington 2050

Develop a Communications Plan to disseminate

the understanding of the work of the Coalition
and the Compact, including enhanced outreach
on the RMAS alternative growth scenarios.

Engage adjacent regions to collaborate on a
bold 21st century investment plan to address:
environmental quality
enerqgy efficiency
climate change
sprawling development
transportation challenges



Discussion of other elements of
the Greater Washington 2050
Work Plan and Initiative

Gerrit Knapp
Professor and Director
National Center for Smart Growth
University of Maryland
February 21, 2008
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Greater Washmgton 2050

What would you want the Washington region to look like in 50
years?

What do you think are our best opportunities for change?

What do you want to achieve through this initiative? What
would “success” look like?

Does the proposed GW 2050 work plan support those goals or
address those issues? How could it be enhanced?

What can you contribute to this process?
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