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NOTICE OF ADOPTED AMENDMENT

07/26/2013

TO: Subscribers to Notice of Adopted Plan
or Land Use Regulation Amendments

FROM: Plan Amendment Program Specialist

SUBJECT: City of Falls City Plan Amendment
DLCD File Number 001-13

The Department of Land Conservation and Development (DLCD) received the attached notice of adoption.
Due to the size of amended material submitted, a complete copy has not been attached. A Copy of the
adopted plan amendment is available for review at the DLCD office in Salem and the local government
office. This amendment was submitted without a signed ordinance.

Appeal Procedures*
DLCD ACKNOWLEDGMENT or DEADLINE TO APPEAL: Monday, August 12, 2013

This amendment was submitted to DLCD for review prior to adoption pursuant to ORS 197.830(2)(b)
only persons who participated in the local government proceedings leading to adoption of the amendment
are eligible to appeal this decision to the Land Use Board of Appeals (LUBA).

If you wish to appeal, you must file a notice of intent to appeal with the Land Use Board of Appeals
(LUBA) no later than 21 days from the date the decision was mailed to you by the local government. If
you have questions, check with the local government to determine the appeal deadline. Copies of the
notice of intent to appeal must be served upon the local government and others who received written notice
of the final decision from the local government. The notice of intent to appeal must be served and filed in
the form and manner prescribed by LUBA, (OAR Chapter 661, Division 10). Please call LUBA at
503-373-1265, if you have questions about appeal procedures.

*NOTE: The Acknowledgment or Appeal Deadline is based upon the date the decision was mailed by local
government. A decision may have been mailed to you on a different date than it was mailed to
DLCD. As a result, your appeal deadline may be earlier than the above date specified. NO LUBA
Notification to the jurisdiction of an appeal by the deadline, this Plan Amendment is acknowledged.

Cc: Marjorie Mattson, City of Falls City
Gordon Howard, DLCD Urban Planning Specialist
Angela Lazarean, DLCD Regional Representative
Gary Fish, DLCD Transportation Planner
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Two separate community-wide events that invited public review and comment were sponsored in
the Spring and Fall of 2012.

The Transportation System Plan lists existing and future transportation needs/deficienctes and
evaluates alternatives to address those needs. The project also results in a plan to address City
{ransportation elements through the year 2036, including development of a finance program to
assist in funding transportation improvement projects identified in the plan.

This 1s a legislative code amendment process that was preceded with a public open house and
Council Work session in March 2013. City Council conducts public hearings in April and May to
decide whether to adopt, modify, or not adopt the proposed TSP and accompanying
Comprehensive Plan (CP) and FCZDO (Code) amendments. Council is also required to pass an
ordinance to formally adopt the TSP and CP/Code amendments.

Potential Comprehensive Plan amendments include (as noted in the following summary):
*updating the Water System information to include the Polk County’s analysis ol the Valsetz
Water Storage Concept;

*noting the City’s efforts to update its Wasle Water Master Plan;

*updating the City’s contractor and solid waste/recycling services;

*updating the City’s 911 and police services via Polk County Sheriff’s Office;

*relisting equipment available to the Falls City Fire District;

*revising student population and facility list including transportation services for the Falls City
School District;

*excerpting text from the Falls City draft TSP to revise the Transportation Element, adding a 2013
Street Plan map, updating functional classifications/designs for the City’s street system, listing
potential street improvement projects, providing additional references to travel lanes for bicycles,
and adding text to address recreational trail opportunities;

*adding the City’s addition of an electric car-charging station;

*revising financing options based upon changes 1o Federal and State funding sourccs; and
*explaining a potential local transportation system revenue optton entitled a Transportation Utility
Fee (TUF).

Potential Zoning and Development Ordinance amendments include (as noted in the following
summary):

*adding a definition for “hostel” as an potential new use within the Commercial Residential zone
district based upon utilizing a conditional use application process for considering such a request,
*clarifying vehicle parking spaces and adding requirements for on-site bicycle parking facilities at
the time of development, and

*revising the required notice of the Department of Land Conservation and Development of City
land use document changes to be consistent with the State’s requirement of providing a notice 35
days prior to the first evidentiary hearing.

Amendments to the staff report for May public hearing include a draft cover page, a revised table
of contents, maps changes (10 better allow printing in black and white), and some table heading
and identification changes. No text changes were made to the findings in the April public hearing.
The May hearing staff report is revised to indicate the Council’s action at the first hearing.
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IL. APPEAL

If the City Council adopts the TSP and document amendments to the City’s Comprehensive Plan
and Zoning and Development Ordinance, the City notifies the Oregon Department of Land
Conservation and Development (DL.CD) regarding approved Code amendments within five (5)
working days of the final decision. The DLCD notifies parties of the City’s final decision and
provides an opportunity for individuals to comment,

III. REVIEW PROCEDURE

The Falls City Zoning and Development Ordinance outlines the process for these types of
amendments. According to FCZDO Section 3.106, a Type IV action is a legislative review in
which the City considers amendments to the text of the Zoning and Development Ordinance
which affect a group of properties or a large area of the Citv Comprehensive Plan. Notification of
the public hearing and the hearing procedures are as indicated in the FCZDO, subsections 3.106 B.
and C.

IV.  REVIEW STANDARDS & FINDINGS OF FACT

TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM PLAN (TSP) AND COMPREHENSIVE PLAN

The proposal is to amend portions of the City’s Public Factilities and Transportation Elements and
to adopt a Falls City Transportation System Plan (TSP)—a reference document to the

Comprehensive Plan. Criteria for review of a Comprehensive Plan amendment are as follows:

The proposed amendment 1s consistent with applicable goals and policies of the Comprehensive
Plan.

Findings: One of the goals of the Comprehensive Plan/Public Facilities element is to provide for
... orderly. . . and efficient delivery of services. Updating the status of the current City facilities
and services allow communication among the cooperating parties and entities.

Selected goals and policies of the Transportation Element were reviewed. The first applicable
goals is to “provide a circulation system which is safe and efficient for vehicles users, pedestrians,
and bicyclists.” In developing the TSP, the planning committee and review members considered
safety elements and maintained a focus on including all modes of travel.

Another City goal is considering “methods to create a more equitable and cost effective system of
financing street development and improvements.” Multiple funding sources and finance options
were considered and are listed in the TSP and Comprehensive Plan, Additional categories were
added to the local street system to allow for lesser standards in an effort to provide in more places
throughout the City widened street areas to provide pedestrian and bicycle travel outside the
vehicle travel lanes. Alternatives designs were considered and recommended to provide for a
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Y. CITY COUNCIL OPTIONS

A. Approve the amendments as presented in Attachment A (April 11, 2013) with the changes
as presented tn the replacement pages (Attachment A- May 9, 2013) and Attachment B
(Comprehensive Plan and Zoning and Development Ordinance amendments), or

B. Approve the amendments with modifications to Attachments A and B (stating the revisions
and the findings for the change(s)), or

C. Deny the amendments as presented tn Attachments A and B stating how the proposed
amendments do not meet a City or State standard, goal, or policy and identifying the
applicable provision not met.

LEGISLATIVE LAND USE ACTION RECOMMENDED MOTION:

I move that the City Council approve Legislative Amendment 2013-01 to adopt the City of Falls
City Transportation System Plan (TSP); amend portions of the Falls City Comprehensive Plan
Public Facilities and Transportation Elements as presented 1n the staff report; and amend the Falls
City Zoning and Development Ordinance (FCZDQO) based upon the findings as presented in the
staff report and as presented in Attachments A (April and May hearings) and B.
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ATTACHMENT A

FALLS CITY TRANSPORATION SYSTEM PLAN (TSP) as presented at the April 2013
hearing.

Also see replacement pages presented with the May hearing staft report as Attachment A.
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ATTACHMENT B

Comprehensive Plan — Section | - Public Facilittes Element — Water System

Polk County Water Storage Concept

In 2011, Polk and Lincoln Counties presented a Valsetz Water Storage Concept Analysis
(www.co.polk.or.us/cd/ch/valsetz-water-storage-concept-analysis), The two counties are facing increased
water demand and scarce water supplies. “Both counties have worked collaboratively to explore whether a
water storage reservoir on the South Fork Siletz River at the site of the historic town of Valsetz could meet
water demands projected for 2050 for water providers and agricultural users. This potential storage facility
would be located near the coastal mountain divide. Impounded water would be diverted 1o the west to
serve Lincoln County and east to serve Polk County.”

The purpose of the study was to “conduct an appraisal level assessment of potential environmental effects
and benefits of the Valsetz water storage project. The assessment focuses on three storage concept
alternatives determined by dam height and reservoir storage.” Study analysis served as “preliminary,
concept-level review of the resources that may be affected if a project were developed. The initial
investigation” relied on “‘existing information, an extremely limited amount of field data and some
preliminary modeling and analysis. This is a first step in understanding potential etfects in the area that
would be inundated by a project and the Siletz and Lukiamute Rivers.”

Although City representatives are aware of the Valsetz Water Storage Concept, interested City officials and
citizens need to continue monitor and consider involvement in the currently on-going development

discussions,

(Note: Insert map presented at April 2013 hearing.)

City of Falls City, Adoption TSP and LA 2013-01, CC April 2013 hearing 8






(SRFPD). The fire department has an average staff of 30 volunteers. The Chiel and Assistant Chief are
volunteer positions.

The Insurance Service Office (ISO) reviews fire districts/departments and applies a fire suppression-rating
schedule. Before assigning the rate, the 1ISO evaluates fire protection services based upon the available
water supply, ability to transport water, the number and type of trained personnel, type of available
equipment, and handling emergency alarms. Rating ranges from one (1) to ten (§0) with number one (1)
being the best and number 10 being the worst. 1n 2011, the City’s fire ISO rating was five (5).

Apparatus available to the district in 2013 includes the following:
SRFPD: Engine 121, Tender 124, Tender 125, and Duty 127, and
FCFD: Engtne 122 and Engine 123.

The two (2) City engines hold 1400 gallons of water. Engine 122 holds 750 gallons of water and Engine
123 holds 650 gallons of water. Each engine carries multiple lengths of hoses and sizes. Both engines
carry a variety of fire suppression equipment including wild-land firefighting equipment and medical
equipment.

The Falls City Fire Department’s mission is to provide services in these three areas:

*  Protect life and property from destructive fires.
s Provide non-transported emergency medical services.
e Actively educate the community and its schools about fire prevention.

G. SCHOOL SYSTEM

Falls City School District #57 was formed in [885. The District is a separate governmental agency within
the community.

Total enrollment in the School District during the 2012-2013 (January 2013) schooel year was 133 students
in grades Kindergarten through 12" with an additional 15 students participating in the pre-Kindergarten
program. Over the last ten (1) years, the School District has experienced a decline in student enroliment.

Currently, the school district uses four (4) buildings — the elementary school that houses grades K-8, the
high school (grades 9 through 12}, the gymnasium, and a shared-use building. Half of the building is the
location of the Wagner Community /High School Libraries—both of which are operated by the School
District. The other portion of the building is utilized as the Science classroom and lab.

The grade school, 177 Prospect Street, is located on the south side of the street and west of Boundary
Street. The high school, 111 N. Main Street, is located on the south side of the street and east of Boundary
Street.

Transportation services for the School District are contracted through Mid Columbia Bus Company with
an office in Dallas, OR, and the main office being in Pendleton.
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Local Streets

Local streets comprise the remainder of the City's street system. These streets provide direct access to the
adjoining land uses and efficient connectivity to the City’s collector streets.

Traffic Circulation

Transportation Element - Figure 1 includes a map of the existing City street network, identifies
functtonal classification, and future streets. Figure 2 includes a map of the streets paved and unpaved
streets within City limits for the year 2013.

Streets in the northern part of the City are laid out in a grid pattern. In the southemn part of the City, streets
are in a more irregular pattern. Traffic circulation is impeded in the City, not by high traffic volumes, but
because of limited development of platted streets. Many streets only have a paved or graveled area wide
enough to accommodate one car at a time. In many cases, street right-of-ways have not been developed for
the full length of the street, leading to streets that dead-end or exist only on paper.

Another issue that impacts traffic circulation is the lack of vehicle bridges over the Little Luckiamute
River. There is only one bridge that allows automobiles to travel over the river — Bridge Street. If the
Bridge Street bridge were damaged or destroyed, residents and visitors of Falls City would have to venture
several miles outside City limits to travel between the north and south portions of the City. All emergency
response vehicles must also take Bridge Street. Two pedestrian-only bridges are located at the south
terminus of Third Street and Dayton Street. The Dayton Street Bridge was once used for vehicles. The
City would like to develop a secondary vehicle access across the Little Luckiamute River within the City
limits.

A long-term (10-20 years) transportation itnprovement was identified by the City in 2013 to address the
intersection of the N. Main/Bridge Street/Mitchell Street intersection. The project description is as follows:
Reconfigure the intersection to provide a more defined and delineated Mitchell Street approach. Provide
curb modifications to shorten the Mitchell Street pedestrian crossing. Combine the Mitchell Street left and
right-turn lanes into one single lane. An estimated capital cost was $9,000. See Transportation Element,
Design 1, that graphically presents the recommend re-alignment delineated over an intersection aerial
photograph. (Note: Insert Map presented at April 2013 hearing.)

Street Signage

The 1998 Falls City Strategic Plan identified the need to improve street signage in the City. Street stgns do
not mark many of the streets in town. In many cases the signs are broken, faded or simply missing, making
it impossible for out-of-town visitors to find their way around. The strategic plan recommends replacing
signs in the downtown core area (some replaced in 2000 but more work could be done) and constructing
directional signage to Falls City Parks.

In 2013 in conjunction with the City’s adoption of a TSP, the City confirmed the need to replace any
deteriorating street signs in the downtown core area, expand uniform street identification signs throughout
the City, and provide directional and wayfinding signage to Falls City parks and other City points of
interest.

Street Addressing

An issue related to street signage is the process of assigning street addresses to new development. Several
properties within the City have addresses that do not follow the standard street addressing grid pattern.
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Improper street addressing makes it difficult to find locations within the City, and can present a safety
hazard in the event of an emergency.

Electric Car-Charging Stations

In January 2013, the City of Falls City located two (2) electric car-charging stations at City Hall (299 Mill
Street). The stations are Level Il chargers, meaning a full charge takes about two (2) hours. The locations
are listed on both National and State maps. After the City filed an application, installation costs were paid
for through an incentive program sponsored by the U. S. Department of Energy.

Transportatiou Element - Figure 1 — 2013 Falls City Street Plan
(MNote: Insert Map presented at April 2013 hearing.)

Transportation Element — Ficure 2 — 2013 Falls City Paved Streets
(Note: Insert Map presented at April 2013 hearing.)

The purpose of the Street plan is to_identify future rights-of-way that the City may need for circulation and
to maintain, to the extent possible, a balanced strect network in accordance with the Oregon Transportation
Planning Rule {TPR). The plan designates:

I. where existing streets could be developed to collector/arterial street standards;

2. where new local streets could be located to provide better connection berween extsting streets (grid
infill); and

3. where new local streets could be located to provide adequate connection to significant local
destinations for both automobiles and pedestrians,

Transportation Element - Figure 1 provides Street Network Plan. Locations for the right-of-way and
improvements were identified based on review of the existing street grid, existing parcel boundary
locations, physical constraints (such as steep slopes and floodways that might preclude economical road
construction), and research on existing rights-of-way.

If the City determines the need for additional rights-of-way (ROW), ROWs are generally placed along
current parcel boundaries to facilitate dedication as development occurs. Existing parcels are traversed
(where necessary) in a configuration that shouid be conducive to future development. Layout of additional
local roads should remain flexible and be performed by local developers to suit market and site constraints.
However, suitable pedestrian accessways 1o all sides of the street network are required to the maximum
extent possible.

As development occurs, the street plan will continue to be refined as the site constraints and opportunities
of each property are addressed. The plan is intended to provide some flexibility in alignments and primarily
serve to define the desired tevel of connectivity in each area. The City’s maximum block length standard of
1.000 feet helps provide a consistent tool to evaiuate modifications to the future street plan as development
oceurs.
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+ Vehicle Registration Fee $86.00 per year for passenger vehicle

In addition, a weight-mile tax is assessed on freight carriers to refiect their use of state highways. A portion
of the revenue from the fund is used by ODOT and distributed to cities and counties throughout the state
with each City’s distribution based on a City’s share of statewide population, and the county distribution
based on a county’s share of statewide vehicle registration.

Existing Application: ODOT Region 2, Polk County, and the City of Falls City each receive funds from the
state Motor Vehicle Fund. ODOT uses their allocation from the State Motor Vehicle Fund for maintenance
and capital purposes. Polk County and the City of Falls City typically use their funding allocation for street
maintenance; however it could be used for other types of projects such as pedestrian and bicycle projects.

Information on file (January 2013) indicates that the State distributes approximately |6 percent of the State
Motor Vehicle Fund to cities and 25 percent to counties based on a per capita rate (cities} and vehicle
registration (counties). The remaining amount in the State Motor Vehicle Fund is used to maintain and
enhance the state highway system. The staie operates a grant program available to cities for bicycle-related
transportation system improvements and one percent of the fuel tax returned to cities and counties is
designated for bike paths and lanes.

Potential: With an increase in population, number of registered vehicles, and fuel sales, the total revenue
from the State Motor Vehicle Fund may rise but if the fees (tax per gallon) stay at current levels, there will
be a reduction in buying power due to inflation and may be less revenue because individuals driving fewer
miles due to higher gas prices. The gas tax will however continue to be a source of funds for the City of
Falls City directly as well as through ODOT for highway and pedestrian and bicycle projects.

Special Public Works Funds (SPWF) and Immediate Opportunity Funds (IOF) — Lottery Program

Description: The State of Oregon through Business Oregon—Infrastructure Authority and the Oregon
Department of Transportation provides grants and loans to local governments to construct, improve, and
repair public infrastructure in order to support local economic development and create new jobs.

Existing Application: SPWF and IOF funds have been used in a number of cities for the construction of
water, sewer, and limited street improvements.

Potential: These funds are limited to situations where it can be documented how a project will contribute
to economic development and family-wage job creation.

Special Smatl City Allotment (SCA)

Description: SCA funding is available to incorporated cities with populations less than 5,000. This funding
comes from state gas tax funds and provides grants up to $50,000 to selected cities. Cities are asked by
ODOT annually to apply for funding for projects they select on their local street system. Cities can apply
only if previous SCA Grants are complete and paid for. ODOT regions evaluate project proposals from
gach City and rank each proposal.

Application: Region 2 is allocated several grants per year for small cities. Falls City has received several
SCA Grants through ODOT in the past for pavement maintenance and sidewalk projects. Funding was
awarded for additional 2013 street improvements on Bridge Street from its intersection with S. Main
Street/Parry Road to the intersection Terrace Street.
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ongoing funding and property maintenance for the City’s transportation infrastructure and (2) recover costs.
in a way that is equitable among users (rate equity).

Several potential rate structures often serve as the basis for a TUF with peak-hour and daily trips providing
the strongest link between the charge basis and transportation costs. In a study completed by FCS Group in
2013 in conjunction with the City’s preparation of its TSP, the consultants recommended using the number
of daily trips generated by its customers (residences and employers).

Existing Application: This fee is used in many Oregon cities through a monthly fee charged to local
dwelling units and businesses. Typically the revenue generated by these fees are used for operations and
maintenance of the street system but the ability to use these fees for capital projects, including pedestrian
and bicycle projects should be explored.

Potential: 1f the City Council chooses to adopt and ordinance initiating a TUF, FCS Group recommends a
rate ranging from $3.00 to $5.00 per month with the options of charging only residential customers or both
residential and non-residential customers.

Local Improvement District (LID)

Description: Oregon Revised Statutes (ORS) 223.387 to 223.401 authorizes local povernments to have the
ability to establish local improvement districts (LIDs) and levy special assessments on benefitted property
to pay for capital improvements.

Existing Application: LID programs have wide application for funding new or reconstructed streets,
sidewalks, water/sewer or other public works projects. The LID method is used primarily for local or
collector roads, though artertals have been built using LD funds in certain jurisdictions.

Potential: LIDs continue to offer a good mechanism for funding projects such as new sidewalks and street
surface upgrades. An example of a good application for an LID may be for sidewalk projects on collector
streets. In the developed areas of Falls City where there are no sidewalks in front of existing developed
properties, the City may be able to fund the cost of sidewalks on collector streets to provide a connected
pedestrian systemn for current and future residents.

Specific procedures that are applicable to the City are found in Section 43 of its Charter and Chapter 3.12
of its Municipal Code.

Urban Renewal District

Description: ORS Chapter 457 authorizes cities and counties to establish urban renewal areas (URAs) in
which a dedicated stream is known in statutory language as “division of taxes.” When a URA is formed,
the assessed value within the area’s boundaries is frozen for the incumbent taxing jurisdictions. To the
extent that assessed value rises above that frozen base, the URA receives the property tax revenue that all
overlapping jurisdictions would have otherwise received.

Existing Application: Urban Renewal Districts have been formed in over 50 cities in Oregon, generally
focused on revitalizing downtowns. Revenues generated can be substantial but by no means quickly raised.
For thal reason, capital improvements within a URA are typically financed with debt, and the tax increment
is used to service that debt.
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3. To encourage and support the provision and use of recreational facilities in nearby areas that would
assist the local residents in meeting recreational needs.

4. To encourage 4 study toward the development of a multi-use trail that parallels the Lukiamute River
and connects City parks, the falls, and provides areas for parking, staging, and/or transportation
services lo facilitate access to the Black Rock Mountain Bike area.

5. To support the construction of a trailhead at Michael Harding Park or adjacent city-owned land, with
eventual connection to the Coast Trail proposal on file with Polk County.

TRANSPORTATION
GOAL

7. Continue communication with public transportation providers in an effort to seek such transportation
services for the community.

18. The City will pursue traffic calming techniques for neighborhood and focal streets so as 1o reduce travel
speeds and dust and create a more livable neighborhood environment for residents,

IMPLEMENTATION

l. Identify streets, curbs, and sidewalks, bikeways and pedestrian ways that need repair/construction and
including considering minimal improvements such as adding grave! surfacing on unimproved streets as
the budgeting process allows. Prioritize multi-modal improvements into a capital improvement
progran.

Note: This s a change from the March work session version to “pul on the record” the need 10 re-swface
streets that currenily do not have any improvemenis. The change may also help address air quality and
matniain some equity in the distribution of funds for street improvements.

7. Monitor the need and periodically contact the Chemeketa Regional Transportation System (CARTS)
and/or other providers to communicate with the agencies regarding the need to provide public
transportation services to the City of Falls City to serve its “senior” population and those without
access to personal vehicles,
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E. Automobile service station, including towing services and vehicle washing and polishing
{acilities, and services.

F. Part and accessory sales for automobiles, trucks, motorcycles, trailers, recreational vehicles
and boats.

Q. Lumber yard and contracting supplies for lumber, stone, masonry or metal {sales only).

H. Special trade contracting facilities, such as floor layering, building equipment, masonry

and stone, plumbing, electrical, metal work or painting.

1. Welding shop and blacksmith where activities are conducted wholly within a building.
J. Newspaper, periodical, publishing and printing.
K. Tractor and farm equipment, logging equipment, sales and service.

=

Veterinary clinic.
M. Cabinet shop, conducted wholly within a building.
N.

Tent and awning shop.

2.202 OFF-STREET PARKING AND LOADING

2.202.01 PURPOSE

The purpose of this Section is provide adequate means for parking, maneuvering, loading, and unloading
vehicles and bicycles for all iand uses in the City.

2.202.02 Location

Off-street parking and loading areas for yehicles shall be provided on the same lots with the main building
Ot structure or use except that: (no changes to A. and B.)

2.202.03 Joint Use

Parking area reserved for vehicles may be used for loading area during those iimes that parking
arca is not needed or used. (no changes to language of remaining paragraph)

REQUIRED VEHICLE PARKING SPACLS
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A, Residential:

1. One-family and Two-family Dwelling

S\)

Multiple-family Dwelling
3. Boarding, Lodging or Rooming House
B. Public/Semi-Public Uses:

1. Convalescent Hospital Nursing Home,
Saniarium, Rest Home,
Assisted Living Facility.

2. Hospital

3. Library, Reading Roorn.

4. Day care [acility

5. Elementary or Junior High School.
6. High School.

7. Other Places of Public Assembly,

Including Churches.
8. Govermment Buildings
C. Commercial Uses:
1. Theater, movie theater
Amusement and Recreational Services

Retail Store

S

Service or Repair Shop; Retail Store
handling exclusively bulky merchandise
such as automobiles and furniture.

5. Financial Institutions, Banks, Professional
Offices

6. Mortuary

7. Motel or Hotel

8. Restaurant

Add as Renumbered 8. Hostel 1 space per 4 beds
Renumber current &-as 9.

D. Industrial Uses:

. Manufacturing Establishment.

2. Wholesale Establishment, Warehouse,
Rail or Truck Freight terminal.

2 vehicle spaces per dwelling unil.
1.5 vehicle spaces per dwelling unit

| vehicle space per 2 guest accommodations

1 vehicle space per 2 beds [or patients

3 vehicle spaces per 2 beds.

I vehicle space per 400 square feet of floor area
2 vehicle spaces per classroom.

2 vehicle spaces per classroom.

5 vehicle spaces per classroom.

| vehicle space per 4 seats or § feet of bench
fength.

2 vehicle spaces per 600 square feet of floor area.

I vehicle space per 4 seats.
| vehicle space per 200 square feet of floor area.
| vehicle space per 300 square feet of floor area

Ivehicle space per 600 square feet of floor area

I vehicle space per 300 sguare feet of floor area
plus | space per employee

| vehicle space per 4 seats or 8 feet of bench
length

1 vehicle space per guest room

1 vehicle space per 3 seats or 6 feet of bench
fength

1 vehicle space per 25,000 square feet of floor
area plus | space per 0.75 employees

| vehicle space per 2,000 square feet of floor or
storage area plus | space per employee.
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ORDINANCE 532 -2013

AN ORDINANCE ADOPTING A TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM PLAN (TSP) AND
TEXT AMENDMENTS TO THE CITY OF FALLS CITY COMPREHENSIVE PLAN
AND THE CITY’'S ZONING AND DEVELOPMENT ORDINANCE

WHEREAS, the City of Falls City determined the need to adopt a Falls City
Transportatlon System Plan (TSP) and amend applicable and accompanying text of the
Falls City Comprehensive Plan and the City's Zoning and Development Ordinance
(FCZDO) as presented in Exhibit A; and

WHEREAS, the City Council acting in the role of the Planning Commission conducted a
public hearing to consider the draft document and proposed amendments on April
11,2013, at which time the public was given full opportunity to be present and heard on
the matter; and

WHEREAS, at the close of the public hearing, the Council voted while serving as the
Planning Commission to recommend City Council approve of the draft TSP and revised
documents at the public hearing; and

WHEREAS, the City Council conducted a public hearing to consider the requests on
May 9, 2013, at which time the public was given full opportunity to be present and
heard on the matter; and

WHEREAS, at the close of the public hearing on May 9, 2013, the City Councll voted to
approve the requests subject to the revisions stated at the public hearing; and

WHEREAS, proper notice of the said public hearings was given to the public pursuant
to applicable state statutes for legisiative amendments; and

WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of Falls City hereby adopts the findings of fact
set forth in the staff report dated April 29, 2013, prepared for the May 9, 2013, public

hearing,

NOW THEREFORE THE CITY OF FALLS CITY ORDAINS AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1. The adoption of the Falls City Transportation System Plan (TSP),
amendments to the City of Falls City Comprehensive Plan, and the City of Falls City
Zoning and Development Ordinance (FCZDO),as provided in Exhibit A; and

Section 2. The City Council for the City of Falls City completed its first reading of
Ordinance on June 13, 2013; with a second reading July 11, 2013., the City of Falls
City notes that this Ordinance becomes effective within thirty (30) days, and therefore,
this Ordinance shall be in full force and effect August 9, 2013.
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First Reading: June 13, 2013 Second Reading: July 11, 2013

First reading PASSED by the Clty Council of the City of Falls City on this 13"
day of June 2013, by the following votes.

AYES: 5 NAYS: 2

~ Second reading PASSED by the City Council of the City of Fails City on this
11" day of July 2013, by the following votes.

AYES: 6 NAYS: O

G &Yt s

Amy Holightaling /X __J

Attest:

(/&&/(n WM 1143

Amber Mathiesen,\City Recorder/Administrator '
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PM Peak Hour Development

Consistent with the recommended practice in the APM, a system-wide peak hour was identified
for the study area. The volume for each individual intersection was totaled over the system for
every 15-minute period between 4:00 p.m. and 6:00 p.m. The 15-minute totals were then summed
for each 1-hour period within that range. The system demonstrated a peak hour between 5:00
p.m. and 6:00 p.m.

Intersection Operational Standards

City of Falls City Facilities

Falls City has not currently adopted level-of-service (LOS) or volume-to-capacity (V/C) ratio
standards for unsignalized intersections. Falls City intersections that do not meet the following
operational thresholds will be identified:

* LOS”D” at all-way stop contralled intersections if the V/C ratio is not higher than 1.0 for
the sum of critical movements.

* LOS “E" for the poorest operating approach at two-way stop intersections. Approaches
operating at a LOS “F” where a traffic signal is not warranted will also be identified.

A summary of the operational thresholds that will be used to identify study intersections under
clty jurisdiction with operational issues is included in Table 2.

Table 2 Operational Thresholds for City Intersections
Traffic Threshold for
Intersaction Controi! Identification
N Main Street / Ellis Street TWSC LoS "

N Main Street / MHchell
Streel / Bridge Street

Bridge Strest / 5. Main Sbeet TWSC LOS “E"
TTWSC: Two-way stop-controtled (unsignalized)

TWSC LOS “E”

Seasonal Adjustment Factor

Given that the fraffic counts were conducted in early November and there is a propensity for
higher traffic volumes along Clty streets in the summer months, the traffic counts were adjusted
to account for the effects of seasonal variation. As previously discussed, Falls City and the study
intersections are not located on or near an ODOT state highway. As such, the typical ODOT-
based seasonal adjustment methodologies were not utilized. Instead, historical traffic counts were
obtained from Polk County along different segments of Falls City Road. Comparing July and
December traffic counts, it was determined that traffic volumes along this main Falls City portai
to OR 213 are on average 24 percent higher in the month of July when compared to the month of
December. In recognition of the limited data sample, discussions were had with both Falls City
and Polk County staff. From these discussions, it was determined that 24 percent is a reasonable
and appropriate seasonal adfustment factor for the putposes of this TSP.

Kittelson & Assooiates, Inc. Portland, Oregon
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Forecasting Traffic Volumes

Various methods of estimating future traffic growth have been developed for planning purposes.
The Cumulative Analysis method was selected to estimate future traffic volumes in Falls City.
The ODOT Analysis Procedures Manual (APM - Reference 1) identifies the Cumulative Analysis
method as appropriate for “small urban areas that are growing at a fairly uniform rate or for
areas where only minor changes are expected to take place.” Two distinct components comprise
the cumulative method:

» Background growth reflecting anticipated increases in through traffic
* Household growth within the city that results in new land development

The derivation of trips associated with each of these components is described below.

BACKGROUND GROWTH RATE

Given that Falls City is not located on a regional state highway or County road system that is
subject to through traffic, background growth is anticipated to be minimal to non-existent.
However, for conservative purposes, a small 0.5% annual growth rate was assumed to account for
small growth in the outlying portions of Polk County that are accessed via city streets.

HOUSEHOLD GROWTH

The 2036 traffic volume forecast also needs to refiect anticipated household growth in Falls City.
The methodology to relate anticipated household growth to future traffic increases will be based
on the Cumulative Analysis traffic forecasting methodology outlined in the APM. This
methodology combines an analysis of specific growth in land uses within the city as well as
ankicipated increases in “through” traffic,

Projected 2036 housing growth was estimated based on historlcal building permit data as
researched by MWVCOG. The City’s Comprehensive Plan indicates the number of housing
construction starts between the years of 1995 and 2001 to be a total of 38 new units. Limited
information was obtained from Polk County Community Development Department for April
2007 through December 2071. From this source, a total of eight (8) single-family residential
permits were issued for the five year period. Based on these figures, approximately two (2) new
dwelling units per year could be projected through the 2036 planning horizon resulting in a total
of 48 edditional dwelling units. through the year 2036. These estimates were reviewed by city
staff and were determined to be reasonable given the inability to accommodate significant
amounts of growth on the sanitary sewer system.

Table 3 Housing Growth Projections (2011-2036)
Absolute Growth
2011 2036 (2011-2036)
Hous|ng Unlts 302 425 B 48

Kittelson & Associates, Inc. Portland, Oregon
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¢ Quibound trips (Internal-External): vehicles that leave Falls City and tavel to a
destination outside the city

* Local trips (Internal-Internal): vehicles that travel from one point in Falls City to another
without Jeaving the city

Given the small size of Falls City, its isolated location, and the limited number of study
intersections, a detailed allocation of inbound, outbound, and local trips was not performed.
Instead, new trips associated with the assumed housing growth will be assigned to the roadway
network assuming the majority of weekday p.m. peak hour trips are Externai-Internal. With only
two roadways providing regional access to/from Falls City, this assignment will focus mainly of
routes that provide the most direct access to Falls City Road and Bridgeport Road.

Next Steps

Please review the methodology and analysis described in this memorandum and advise us of any
questions, concerns, or suggestions. Once the methodology and projections are confirmed, the net
new through, inbound, ocutbound, and local trips will be assigned to the study intersections.
Future 2036 traffic operations will then be analyzed at the study intersections.

If you have any questions as you review this material, please call us at (503) 228-5230.

REFERENCES
1. Oregon Department of Transportation. Transpertation System Plan Guidelines, 2008.
2, Qregon Department of Transportation. Analysis Procedures Manual, 2006.
3. Institute of Transportation Engineers. Trip Generation Manual, 8% Edition, 2008.

Kittelson & Associates, Inc. Portiand, Oregon
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CITY OF FALLS CITY. 299 MILL STREET. FALLS CITY, OREGON 97344

TSP PAC#1 MEETING MINUTES
April 17,2012

People in attendance: Amy Houghtaling (Mayor, City of Falls City), Marjorie Mattson (MWVCOG), Naomi
Zwerdling (ODOT), Matt Hughart (Kittleson), John Gilbert (FCSD), Gary Fish (DLCD), James Walton (City
of Falls City, Pubhic Works), Guy Mack {Public works committee), Mike McConnell (public works
committee) Ed Miller (Luckiamute Watershed council)

The meeting started about 6:05p.m. Marjorie Mattson from MWVYCOG ran the meeting. Introductions were
made around the table. Marjorie spoke about how TSP came about and who is on the TSP PAC. Marjorie
also mentioned that there are review members that do not attend the meetings but have the materials and may
comment on them as needed. Marjorie mentioned the community event coming up on April 25" at the Falls
City Community Center. She also mentioned there would be a community event sometime in the fall. Final
project is slated to be complete in Spring 2013. Mangorie went onto say that the project is written to include
improvements, changes and projections to the year 2036.

The group spoke about the contusion of the e-mails and file sizes. Marjorie apologized for the
inconvenience. Matt from Kittleson suggested that future TSP PAC documents be available on Kittleson’s
web site that will be especially designed for Falls City. Naomi from ODQOT stated that that method worked
well in another city. All parties involved agreed to change the process.

Marjorie went through the packets that were emailed and/or printed and then opened the floor for questions
or comments.

Gary Fish noted that there is a road outside the city limits and the UGB and that it cannot be included in the
TSP.

Mike McConnell asked about Harrington Rd. Is it ours? (Meaning the city of Falls City)

The TSP PAC decided that the street inventory has many inaccuracies and would need a lot of work 1o bring
up to date.

Mike McConnell asked if we should be taking into consideration flying cars since we are looking that far
into the future. The group chuckled.

The group went over the Falls City street Inventory 2009 again. James said that Ellis to 4™ St. needed to be
changed and the parking lots and sidewalks around the community center are not documented in it. Guy
Mack felt the condition of Parry Rd should be changed to fair. Other people began to comment on other road
conditions. Marjorie will {ind the rubric used to score the roads and we will reevaluate them. There was also
a question about Vine St. Is it a street? Where is it? James Walton and John Gilbert commented that
sidewalks on N. Main St. and Prospect need to be added.

Mike McConnell asked when building codes would be updated. Matt said it would be in between final plan
and adoption.

Matt began to tell us what his next steps are: His job is to assess current conditions and pian for future
growth and future conditions. He will also look into potential funding opportunities.

Minutes TSP PAC #? April 17,2012 Page | of 2



Marjorie stated that any more feedback or changes should be to her early next week.

Mike McConnell stated that he will invite Rich (rom BRMBA to join us at the next meeting.
The meeting ended at 7:40p.m.

Minutes TSP PAC #1 April 17, 2012 Page 2 0f 2



CITY OF FALLS CITY., 299 MILL STREET. FALLS CITY, OREGON 97344

TSP PACH2 MEETING MINUTES
May 21, 2012

People in aftendance: Amy Houghtaling (Mayor, City of Falls City), Marjorie Mattson (MWVCOG), Naomi
Zwerdling (ODOT), Matt Hugart (Kittleson), Guy Mack (Public works committee), Mike McConnell (public
works committee), Michael Morales (community member)

The meeting started about 6:05p.m. Maft began talking about alternatives such as paving streets, sidewalks,
street lights, etc. and prioritizing needs and different funding scenarios.

Matt began talking about the Memo and explained that it is a draft and he would like feedback on it
throughout the entire process.

Population- No comments

Roadway network- Michael asked 1f maps were going to be part of the plan? Matt said that once we
determine what we want to put where, there will be maps. Mike Mc Connell pointed out that Ellis St. is a 40
foot street and it is a collector street and that all streets connected to it are 60 feet. Marjorie happy 10 know
that information because of codes. Matt commented on Ellis St. and mentioned safety versus funding. In
other words figure out if the issue is worth the money or make a code for it, such as ““No Parking”. Mike Mc
Connell mentioned round curbs like they have in Molalla.

Matt went on to talk about design standards, Marjorie stated that we might want to make sidewalks 8 feet on
arterial roads so as to enhance our downtown area. Guy Mack mentioned the “bump outs” on N. Main St and
how termble they are and that they take up a lot of parking.

Matt went over figure 2 and figure 3. Michael Morales asked if the different types of vehicles that travel our
roads, such as log trucks would be in the report.

Crash Data- Matt said that the crash data is based on bigger accidents. He pointed out that although there is
not a lot of data it also points out that there are not a lot of red flags in certain intersections.

Future Traffic Operations- Matt said that there are different ways to look at growth. It can be looked at from
a land availability or an economic standpoint meaning there need to places in Falls City for people 10 live
and work before there will be growth. Matt said that the functionality of the sewer system could play a big
part in growth. Guy Mack mentioned that the southwest part of town can grow because they can be on their
own septic system. Matt said Falls City is special in that people choose to live here. They are not living here
1o be close to work. Matt said that growth would most likely take place on the north side but that we could
put a small percentage of growth on the south side. Mati stated that it was a conservative growth estimate.
The group agreed the assumed growth was appropriate. Guy Mack stated that he would like to see the south
side septic tank growth investigated.

Existing Sidewalks- There are not many sidewalks in Falls City. Amy mentioned the “high school trail” from
Prospect Ave. down Boundary. Matt said that we could put in the plan to make it an actual trail or multi use
path.

Minutes TSP PAC #2 May 21, 2012 Page 1 of 2



Bicycle System- There is not a bicycle system and not much need for one. It would be good to have on some
of the major streets either a bike path, a bike lane or special markings on the street that warn drivers they are
sharing the road with bicycles.

Public Transportation- We do not have it now. CARTS does not currently serve Falls City. Matt will fix it in
the plan.

Rail service- Matt said that according to Oregon state law, we must include all modes of transportation in our
plan. We do not have rail service.

Alr service- We do not have air service.
Pipe line- We have no pipeline transportation.

Funding- Matt stated that [inding is the most difficult part. In looking at funding from the past five or six
years you can see what has been funded. $80,000 of capital improvements have been made in the last five
years to our streets. It you look at this over the next 20 years following the trend it would total $334,000 not
including cost of inflation. We are going to take this plan a step further and look nto other funding sources.
There is a sub consultant involved that is going to look at other funding sources either through charges on
new development, a transportation utility fee, etc.

Michael mentioned charging logging trucks a toll. Guy Mack stated Boise Cascade has new owners so we
could talk to them about helping with our transportation costs.

Matt mentioned that this is a draft memo. PAC members are encouraged to e-mail or give any comuments or
corrections to Amy at City Hall. Amy will pass them onto Matt.

July 16" is the next TSP PAC meeting.

Mike McConnell brought up the use of goif carts within the city limits. He was wondering if something like
that should be put in the plan. Matt agreed that golf carts are a reasonable thing to consider for the pian.

Marjorie brought up that other cities that realize they are not going to get very street paved. She was
wondering if Falls City wanted to have some standards that new developments would follow so that parts of
roads were not paved but that they have to follow certain gravel amounts and other standards. Mike was
concerned that our charter would not allow some of these things based on the way it is written now.
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CITY OF FALLS CITY. 299 MILL STREET. FALLS CITY, OREGON 97344

TSP PAC #3 MEETING MINUTES
Monday, July 16, 2012

Members in attendance: Marjorie Mattson (MWVCQOG), Naomi Zwerdling (ODOT), Matt Hughan (Kittleson),
Angela Lazarean (DLL.CD), Ed Milier (Luckiamute Watershed Council), Guy Mack (Public Works Committee),
Mike McConnell (Public Works Committee}, Michael Morales (Public Works Committee), James Walton
(Public Works Supervisor), Domenica Protheroe (City Clerk)

The meeting started 6:12 p.m. Matt Hughart attended via conference call.

Matt summarized Tech Memo #2. Matt requested comments from the group comment on where they agreed
or disagreed with memo text. The next step would be to finalize this information, determine projects,
priorities and define costs. This document wouid become the Transportation Systern Plan (TSP).

PAC members reviewed Roadway Network: Matt used comments from community outreach for bullet points
in this section. Matt sfated that congestion/capacity not really an issue —vehicle tnp volume relatively
minimal. He did not find need for traffic control such as traffic lights.

Roadway alternatives for Bridge, North Main, Mitchell, and 4™ Area not good for pedestrians.

Matt described Figure 1, 2 and 3. Considerations requested for parking and maneuvering of log/large
trucks potentially would shift some of the designs. Group considered likely affected property under the City's
jurisdiction, maintaining sight distance, concerns impact NE quadrant including existing ROW, include
consideration of bridge abutment.

PAC members considered roadway alternatives. Matt noted that Figure 1, 2 and 3 had been discussed with
the former Administrator.

Figure 1 — narrowed travel, better for autos but not for trucks, maintains traffic volumes

Figure 2 — created a four way stop (all-stop). Concerned that site distance may be an issue. Per Matt not
likely best option.

Figure 3 — traffic circle/round-about. Matt mentioned that round-about can be difficult initially to accept but
can be accepted quickly with use. Several in group wondered if log trucks could make the turn radius. Matt
described inner circle as raised skirt, mountable island, truck apron could be driven over, but vehicles could
not drive through inner circle of round-about. Round-about often not used in areas with heavier truck traffic
and this intersection has. Group concerned with radius. Round-about does keep traffic flowing. Group
considered whether this option would limit parking options. PAC objected to crosswalk for 4™ too far west
and 4™ Street limited to right-in/right-out. PAC positive comments: Option does provide gateway feature,
several member stated positive feedback.

PAC members reviewed Cost Estimates: Shortage of downtown parking noted. City had looked at 4" as
area to add parking. Michael Morales asked If design met the 20-year horizon of the plan. Matt responded
affirmatively.

Matt provided an overview of circulation maps: PAC members agreed to reclassify 5" and Fairoaks from
local to collector. Question was raised about extending 5™ Street north but group indicated area too steep.
Discussed how abutting property owners would be affected by new street standards; City could require
citizens to install upgrades when houses are built or upgraded. Comment that 7™ to 6" swampy area, may
be too steep, and may need bridge. Bryant Street is also steep. Several members believed Harrington has
been vacated.

Mike McConnell mentioned that the City lost history on Streets when the Committee was combined with
Public Works.
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PAC considered Street Design Standards: Marjorie Mattsen stated she would talk to former planner about
street discussions at the Public Hearing for the 2010 Street Improvement Plan adoption.

Discussed streets within the South West area. Discussed reducing rights-of-way for collector from 60 feet to
50 feet. It was noted that Elfis to Fairoaks is 40' ROW Faircaks has 50° ROW. Fifth is short of 50'.

PAC discussed either utilities under streets or PUEs outside the rights-of-way or remain as "overhead”. PAC
member noted that phone is in ROW and power/cable is overhead.

PAC member stated that city considered extending Boundary versus Ellis but area is tco sleep.

PAC discussed addition of a [ocal road classification. This classification would allow improvement without
purchase of ROW. Members discussed an option to create less costly standard for local streets that would
allow curb shoulders that would also provide walking area or would not requiring paving to curb and gutier.
Mike McConnell suggested sidewalk on one side only.

PAC members considered Figure 6 and Table 3: Proposed Pedestrian Network Improvements and Cost
Estimates. The majority of communily comments gathered at workshop concerned pedestrian facilities.
Many citizens do not drive. Some citizens commented that they do not feel safe.

Public voiced concem that plan needs to provide facilities for walkers and consider children’s access routes
to school. Angela Lazarean (DLCD) stated she would check on Safe Routes to Schoo! program.

Group discussed recreation trails to Falls, Upper Park and along the little Luckiamute River. PAC member
suggested adding a route to the Falls for community. The Falls route has heavy use. This path would be
best if on the north side of Parry Road. James Walton noted that Mitchell Street has a high volume of log
trucks.

PAC members noted that pedestrian project costs presented in Table 3 were expensive. Project costs range
from $19,000 to $351,000 totaling $1,844,000. improvements such as sidewalks and curbs cost money and
funding may not be available in future. Naocmi Zwerdling (ODOT)} recommended the list prioritize by short,
medium and long range.

Angela Lazarean (DLCD) advised the group to give the most focus on where the plan can offer the most
connectivity and safety, give pricrity to residents and pedestrians.

PAC members discussed Black Rock mountain bike trai! system and access.

Mike McConnell would fike feedback from BRMBA.

Exampie is use of Mitchell to Upper Park to Socialist Valley Road (not used much for log trucks}, trail atlong
Luckiamute River, and Black Rock area with connections to the Falls.

Have been some designs in past and PAC members will try to locate

Concerns over parking needed for riders and possibility of providing shutiles to different areas

City discussed using its property in area of Parry Road as parking or use for events

Weyerhaeuser may be approachable regarding trail that involves abandoned railroad ROW.

James Walton commented that the City dees not have money for street improvements; providing lower
budget projects might allow grant funds for realistically completing at least some level of improvement.

Possible topic for the plan — electric cars and installing a charging station
Matt Hughart encouraged feedback from PAC members.
Marjorie Mattson stated she will ask Matt Hughart to add additional text to the plan for paths and trails.

Meeting was adjourned at 8:30 PM.
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City of Falls City
TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM PLAN (TSP} PAC #5 MEETING MINUTES
Monday November 26, 2013 6.00 pm
Meeting Location: 320 N Main Street, Falls City

Members in attendance: Marjorie Mattson (MWVCOG), Naomi Zwerdling (ODOT), Matt Hughart (Kittleson},
Henry Hughes (Citizen), John Gilbert (Falls City School District), Ed Miller {(Luckiamute Watershed Council),

Guy Mack {Public Works Committee), Mike McConnell (Public Works Committee), and James Walton (Public
Works Supervisor).

Matt Hughart reviewed Tech Memo #3 and #4.

Mike McConnell stated that the highest priority for sidewalks was to provide a circular route for the
Elementary School and High School: Main Street to the stairs, stairs to Elementary School, Elementary
School to Ellis Street, and Ellis to Main Street.

James Walton asked if pricing was in 2012 dollars. This was confirmed by Matt Hughart.

it was noted that the Falls City Charter prohibits System Devetopment Charges (SDC’s).

Marjorie Mattson announced that a status report for the TSP will be presented on December 13, 2012 at
the regular City Council Meeting. The meeting begins at 7:30 PM.

Matt Hughart asked that each member review the materials and provide revisions and modification as soon
as possible.
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City of Falls City
Transportation System Plan {TSP} PAC #6 Meeting Minutes
Monday, January 28, 2013

In attendance; Constance Beaumont [ODOT), Todd Chase (FCS Group), Amy Houghtaling {Mayor) Matt
Hughart (Kittelson), Angela Lazarean (OLCD), Guy Mack {Public Works Committee), Amber Mathiesen
{City Administrator}), Marjorie Mattson (MWYVCQG),Ed Miller (Lukiamute Watershed Council}, James
walton {City PW Supervisor), and Naomi Zwerdling (0DQT),

Todd Chase with FCS Group (a subcontractor affiliated with Kittelson and Associates) presented an
update to the analysis on a potential Transportation Utility Fee {TUF) at which time the City might
consider it an option for funding transportation system improvements. The TUF would be an alternative
funding source over using General Fund monies to complete street maintenance and improvements.
Currently $5,000 is budgeted per year but the study indicates the need to increase that amount to
$6,000 during the next budget cycle. According to the City Administrator, the City is not abie to meet
the minimum established projects per year and the City may lose its ability to utilize the general fund for
supporting transportation improvements in the future. Another option for use of TUF funds is serving
as a monetary match when applying for grants from State or Federal sources when applying for TSP
recommended projects.

The goal is to keep the monthly fee {that is not classified as a tax) at a very low rate for City residents,
Calculations projecting for a five-year period factored in an increase In residents of 10 per year. Some
City’s have provided options to “waive” the fee for certain residents (such as Senior Citizens on a fixed
income) but according to the City Manager, the City’'s system is not currently structured to allow
exceptions. A TUF can be initiated but established to end {“sunset”) within a specified number of years.
PAC members commented on the importance of identifying projects with community support such as
sidewalks to school. Another important element is to complete projects indicated and keeping the
public aware of their completion.



City of Falls City
TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM PLAN (TSP) OPEN HOUSE
Thursday March 14, 2013 6:00 pm
Meeting Location: 320 N Main Street, Fails City

Council Present: Mayor Amy Houghtaling, Councilor Barbara Spencer, Councilor Terry Ungricht
Staff Present: Amber Mathiesen (City Administrator), James Walton {Public Works Superintendent},

Domenica Protheroe (City Clerk)
Consultants Present: Marjorie Mattson (MWVCOG), Naomi Zwerdling (ODOT), Matt Hughart (Kittleson},

Doug Gabbard (FCS Group)

PAC Members Present: Michael Morales,

Public Present: Brian Walton, two additional residents

The Open House began at 6:00 PM,

Matt Hughard provided five large display posters for the open house: Figure 4-1 Future Transportation
Improvements, Table 4-1 Transportation Improvement Projects, Figure 4-2 N State Street/Bridge
Street/Mitchell Improvements Project, Figure 4-3 Street Plan, and Figure 4-4 Street Design Configurations.
Two color copies of the Falls City Draft Transportation System Plan dated March 7, 2013 were on display.

Consultants took comments and provided information.

The Open House ended at 7:00 PM.
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